84TH GENERAL ASSEMBLY
REGULAR SESSION

June 24, 1985

PRESIDENT:

The hour of ten having arrived, the Senate will please
come to order. Will the members be at their desks. ®ill our
guests in the gallery please rise. Prayer this morning by
the Reverend David Ryan, Maryville Academy, Des Plaines,
Illinois. Father.

REVEREND RYAN:
(Prayer given by Reverend Ryan)
PRESIDENT:

Thank you, Father. Reading of the Journal. Senator
Hall.

SENATOR HALL:

Thank you, Mr. President. I wmove that reading and
approval of the Journals of Wednesday, June the 12th; Thurs-
day, June the 13th; Friday, June the 14th; Tuesday, June the
18th; Wednesday, June the 19th; Thursday, June the 20th and
Friday, June the 21st, in the year 1985, be postponed pending
arrival of the printed Journals.

PRESIDENT:

You've heard the motion as placed by Senator Hall. Any
discussion? If not, all 1im favor indicate by saying Aye.
All opposed. The Ayes have it. The motion carries and it is
so ordered. (Machine cutoff)...Secretary.

SECBETARY:

Friday on the Hdessage from the House reporting passage
and...and concurrence in Senate bills witﬁ House amendments,
Senate Bill 312 was reported out as concurring in with House
Amendmen< No. 1. That was a mistake and should not
have...been reported on the Message as such.

PRESIDENT:

(Hachine cutoff)...Geo-Karis, for what purpose do you
arise?

SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate, for
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the point of pe'sonal privilege, X‘\Q
PRESIDENT: 0“

State your point, ma'am. )eaj
SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

I would 1like to introduce from the President's Gallery
some of my friends and constituents, Amelia and Dan Farrow
from Zion, Opal and Berdene Gilmore from Zion and, inciden-
tally, Mr...Gilmore videotaped the...all of Greek Night last
night for wus at the Mansion grounds; Walter Robbins fron
Zion and Chicago and Frances and Bob Alton, my good friends
from Hundelein who are served by Senator Barkhausen...in
their district and I'd ask you to welcome them here.
PRESIDENT: '

Will our guests please rise and be recognized. Welcome
to Springfield and thank you for last night. a1l right.
With leave of the Body, pursuant to our sarlier agreement, we
vill move to the Order of House Bills 3rd Reading. The
Secretary will read the Agreed Bill List and read each of the
bills a third time, and the roll call will be taken later
this afternoon. MNr. Secretary, on the Order of House Bills
3rd BReading, the Agreed Bill List No. 1, begin with House

Bill 2S.

.ACTING SECRETARY: {4R. FERNANDES)

House Bill 25.

(Secretary reads title of bill)
House Bill...26.

{Secretary reads title of bill)
House Bill 37.

{Secretary reads title of bill)
House Bill 38,

{Secretary reads title of bill)
House Bill 33.

(Secretary reads title of bill)

House Bill 40.
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(Secretary
Bill 100.
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(Secretary reads title of bill)
House Bill 258,

(Secretary reads *itle of bill)
House Bill 259.

{(Secretary reads title of bill)
House Bill 260.

(Secretary reads title of bill)
House Bill 261.

(Secretary reads title of bill)
House Bill 263.

(Secretary reads title of bill)
House Bill 266.

(Secretary reads title of bill)

268.

(Secretary reads title of bill)
269.

{Secretary reads title of bill)
270.

{(Secretary reads ti*le of bill)
273.

{(Secretary reads title of bill)
House Bill 276.

(Secretary reads title of bill)
House Bill 277.

(Secretary reads title of bill)

278.

{(Secretary reads title of bill)
273.

{Secretary reads title of bill)
280.

(Secretary reads title of bill)
282.

{Secretary reads title qf bill)

283.
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301,

302,

303.

305.

306,

307.

308.

323.

336.

338,

340.

341,

343.

3u8.

{Secretary

(Secretary

{Secretary

{Secretary

{Secretary

(Secretary

{Secretary

(Secretary

{Secretary

{Secretary

(Secretary

(Secretary

{Secretary

(Secretary

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

1385

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)



Page 7 - June 24,

eﬁ’

366.

368,

369.

(Secret

ary

(Secretary

(Secretary

(Secretary

reads title

reads title

reads title

reads title

388...385... House Bill 385.

3933,

394,

House

419.

House

House

House

434,

House

447,

House

453.

467.

(Secretary

(Secretary

(Secretary
Bill 408.
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Bill 591.
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Bill 593.
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Bill 601.
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Bill 611,
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Bill 639.
(Secretary
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{Secretary
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Bill 743.
{Secretary
Bill 751.
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{Secretary
Bill 787.
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Bill 799.
{(Secretary
Bill 802.
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Bill 807,
(Secretary
Bill 803.
(Secretary
Bill 810.
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Bill 816.
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{Secretary reads title
House Bill 853,

(Secretary reads title
856.

(Secretary reads title
857.

{(Secretary reads title
House Bill 864,

(Secretary reads title
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(Secretary reads title
House Bill 374.
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House Bill 882,
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House Bill 890.
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House Bill 831.
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(Secretary reads title of bill)
House Bill 1371,

{Secretary reads title of bill)
1378.

{Secretary reads *itle of bill)
1382,

(Secretary reads title of bill)
(Machine cutoff)... 1392,

(Secretary reads title of bill)

1393,

(Secretary reads title of bill)
1394,

{(Secretary reads title of bill)
411,

{Secretary reads title of bill)
1412,

(Secretary reads title of bill)
1438,

(Secretary reads title of bill)
1414,

(Secretary reads title of bill)
(Machine cutoff)... 1453,

(Secretary reads title of bill)

1455.

(Secretary reads title of bill)
1458,

{Secretary reads title of bill)
1464,

{(Secretary reads title of bill)
House Bill 1488.

{Secretary reads title of bill)
1431,

(Secretary reads title of bill)

House Bill 14913,



4 -
S
s

{Secretary
House Bill 1436,
(Secretary
House Bill 1500.
(Secretary
House Bill 1502,
{Secretary
House Bill 1518,
{Secretary
House Bill 1520.
(Secretary
House Bill 1535,
(Secretary
House Bill 1533.
{Secretary

House Bill 1544,

(Secretary
1548,

{Secretary
1555.

(Secretary
1565.

{Secretary
1566.

{Secretary
1568,

{Secretary

House Bill 1571,
{(Secretary
House Bill 1575.
{Secretary
1576.
(Secretary

1577.

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

Page 18 - June 24,

title

title

title

title

title

reads *i

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

1985

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)



Vo e

‘5@/ N

(Secretary
1573.

(Secretary
eas 1578, correction,
1585,

{Secretary
1587.

{Secretary
1624.

(Secretary
1645,

(Secretary
1654.

{Secretary
1655.

{(Secretary

House Bill t670.

{(Secretary
House Bill 1680,

(Secretary
1683,

{Secretary
1685.

(Secretary
1703.

(Secretary

House Bill 1714,
{(Secretary
House Bill 1717.
(Secretary
House Bill 1755,
(Secretary
House Bill 1756.

(Secretary

Page 19 - June 24,

1985

reads title of bill)

reads title of bill)

the last bill was 1578,

reads title of bill)

reads tit of bill)

reads title of bill)

reads title of bill)

reads title of bill)

reads title of bill)

reads title of bill)

reads title of bill)

reads title of bill)

reads title of bill)

reads title of bill)

reads title of bill)

reads title of bill)

reads title of bill)

reads title of bill)



House Bill 1767.
{Secretary

House Bill 1768,
{Secretary

House Bill 1763.
(Secretary

House Bill 1774,

(Secretary
1775,

(Secretary
1776.

(Secretary

House Bill 1785,
{Secretary
House Bill...1806.
{Secretary
1813,
{Secretary
House Bill 1833,
(Secretary
House Bill 1845,
(Secretary
House Bill 1849.
{Secretary
House Bill 1855,
{Secretary
House Bill 1860.
{(Secretary
House Bill 1867.
{Secretary
House Bill 1880,
{Secretary
House Bill 1883.

(Secretary

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

Page 20 - June 24,

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

1985

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill}y



;
P

&
W
o
House Bill 1300.
(Secretary
House Bill 1901,
(Secretary
House Bill 1312,
{(Secretary
House Bill 1315,
(Secretary
House Bill 1918.
{Secretary

House Bill 1325,

(Secretary
1926.
. {(Secretary
1323,
(Secretary

House Bill... 1930,
(Secretary

House Bill 1935,

{Secretary
1337.

(Secretary
1938.

(Secretary

House Bill 1939.

(Secretary
1943,

(Secretary
1944,

{Secretary
1948,

{Secretary
1951,

{Secretary

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

Chom
((age 21 - June 24, 1985

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)



House Bill 1955,
(Secretary

House Bill 1956.

{Secretary
1957,

(Secretary
1953,

(Secretary
1961.

(Secretary

House Bill 1362.

(Secretary

1363.
) {Secretary

1363,
(Secretary

1970.
{(Secretary

1971,
(Secretary

1975.
(Secretary

1377.
(Secretary

2002,
(Secretary

2003.
(Secretary

2011,
(Secretary

House Bill 2020.
(Secretary
2032.

(Secretary

reads

reads

ceads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

AUﬁ% Page 22 - June 24,
\

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

1385

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

bill)
bill)
bill)
bill)
bill)
bill)
bill)
bill)
bill)
bill)
bill)
bill)
bill)
bill)
bill)
bill)

bill)



N
K

R

House
House
House
2067.
House
2088,
2096,
2097.
2104,
House
House
House
2123,
House
House
2158,

2162,

0

\?‘

oL
)

oY

Bill 2054.
(Secretary

Bill 2062.
(Secretary

Bill 2066.

{Secretary

{Secretary
Bill 2084,

(Secretary
{Secretary
{Secretary
(Secretary

(Secretary
Bill 2106.

{Secretary
Bill 2108.

(Secretary
Bill 2113,

{Secretary

(Secretary
Bill 2132.

{Secretary
Bill 2154,

(Secretary
{Secretary

(Secretary

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

rzads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title’

title

title

title

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

Page 23 - June 24, 1385

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)



2167.

2180.

2181,

2182.

2217,

2213.

2226.

2250.

2551,

2261,

House

2275,

2276.

House

2311,

House

House

Page 24 - June 24,

(Secretary

(Secretary

(Secretary

(Secretary

{Secretary

(Secretary

(Secretary

{Secretary

{Secretary

(Secretary

Bill 2273,

(Secretary

(Secretary

(Secretary

Bill 2230.

(Secretary

(Secretary

Bill 2328,

(Secretary

Bill 2336.

{(Secretary

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

reads

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

title

1385

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

of

‘of

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)

bill)



-

w5

Y

g Wy»t" \

R
NS

Page 25 - June 24, 1985

House Bill 2349,

(Secretary reads title of bill)
House Bill 2352.

(Secretary reads title of bill)
2368.

(Secretary reads title of bill)
House Bill 2407.

(Secretary reads title of bill)
26414,

(Secretary reads title of bill)
House Bill 2422,

{Secretary reads title of bill})
House Bill 2426.

(Secretary reads title of bill)
House Bill 2428.

(Secretary reads title of bill)
House Bill 2429,

(Secretary reads title of bill)
2431,

{Secretary reads title of bill)
House Bill 2436.

(Secretary reads title of bill)
House Bill 2441,

{Secretary reads title of bill)
House Bill 2442,

(Secretary reads :itle of bill)
House Bill 2443.

{Secretary reads title of bill)
House Bill 2446.

(Secretary reads title of bill)
House Bill 2449.

(Secretary reads title of bill)
eee2450.

(Secretary reads title of bill)
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House Bill 2451.

{Secretary reads title of bill)

2452,

(Secretary reads title of bill)
2454,

(Secretary reads title of bill)
2473,

{(Secretary reads title of bill)
2432,

(Secretary reads title of bill)
House Bill 2517,

(Secretary reads title of bill)
House Bill 2521,

{Secretary reads title of bill)

tst reading of the bills...3rd reading of the bills.

END OF REEL
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REEL &2

PRESIDENT:

Messages from the Hoase, Mr. Secretary.
SECRETARY:

Message from the House by Mr., O*Brien, Clerk.

Hr. President - I am directed to inform the Senate
the House of Representatives adopted +the following joint
resolution, in the adoption of which I am instructed to ask
the concurrence of the Senate, to-wit:

House Joint Resolutiom 77,

PRESIDENT:

Consent Calendar.
SECRETARY:

And like Message on House Joint Resolution 78, 73 and 80.
PRESIDENT:

Executive.
SECRETARY:

Message from the House by Mr. O'Brien, Clerk.

Mr. President - I am directed to inform the Senate
the House of Representatives has concurred with the Senate in
the passage of bills with the following titles together with
House amendments:

«ssSenate Bill 180 with House Amendment 1.
202 with House Amendment 1 and 2.

230 with House Amendment 1.

299 with House Amendment 1t,

315 with House Amendment 4.

334, House Amendment 1.

385, House Amendment 1.

388, House Amendment .,

392, House Amendment 1.
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314, House Amendment l...that is 414 not 314.
445, House Amendment 1.
597, House Amendment 1,
758, House Amendment 1.
775, House Amendnments 2 and 3.
822, House Amendment 1,
859, House Amendament 1.
879, House Amendments 1 and 2.
303, House Amendment 1.
944, House Amendment 1,
356, House Amendments 1 and 2.
384, House Amendment 1.
1051, House Amendments | and 2.
1152, House Amendment 1.
1183, House Amendment 1 and 2.
1185, House Amendment 1.
s 1388, House Amendments 1, 2 and 3.
And 1396 with House Amendment 1.

PRESIDENT:

Resolutions.

SECRETARY:

Senate Resolution 395 offered by Senator Vadalabene.
It's congratulatory.

PRESIDENT:

Consent Calendar. All right, we'll begin with the Order
of Recalls. All the members have a list on their desk of the
bills that sponsors have indicated...or at 1least amendments
have been filed. The movement back to 2nd reading is at the
discretion of the sponsor, obviously. If you'll look at the
recall 1list, the bill sponsors to which amendments have been
filed are Senators Watson, Poshard, Lemke, Donahue, Degnan,
Poshard, Lechowicz, WNedza, Joyce, Berman, Weaver, MNarovitz,
Lepke, Berman, Mahar, Lemke, Keats. I would ask the members

to please be ready. All right, on the recall 1list, we
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havesa.¥e begin with bill number 66 and it ends with bill
nunber 2103. So, everybody's working off, I hope, the same
list. All right, with leave of the Body, we'll move to the
Order of House Bills 3rd Reading, middle of page 3, is House
Bill 66. Senator Watson seeks leave of the Body to return
that bill to the Order of 2nd Reading for purposes of an
apendnment. Is leave granted? Leave is granted. On the
Order of House Bills 2md Beading, House Bill 66, Mr. Secre-
tary.
SECRETARY:

Amendmen*: No. | offered by Senator Watson,
PRESIDENT:

Senator Watson.
SENATOR WATSON:

Thank you, Mr. Presiden*. First of all, under a point
of...personal privilege.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Watsom, state your point, sir.
SENATOR WATSON:

Well, it...it is certainly a...a privilege for me to be
able to address you this morning but I wanted to find out for
one thing, I was gone over the weekend and I haven't had an
opdate in regard to the Cardinal-Cub series over the weekend
and I was just curious if you could let me know what hap;
pened?

PRESIDENT:

sesSenator Maitland and I will discuss that a little
later. Senator Watson on Amendment No. 1.

SENATOE WATSON:

#as that timely?

PRESIDENT:
Tha* was...yeah.
SENATOR WATSON:

Okaya Senate Amendment No. 1 +to House Bill 66
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strictly...it's a technical amendment. It just adds the fact
that services in the amount as determined by the electors at
an annual or special town meeting. Takes out some provisioms
in regard to some specific amounts and...puts this into it,
and I move for its adoption.

PRESIDENT:

All right, Senator Wwatson has moved the adoption of
Amendment No. 1 to House Bill 66. Any discussion? If not,
all in favor indicate by saying Aye. A4ll opposed. The Ayes
have it. The amendment is adopted. Further amendments?
SECRETARY:

8o further amendments.

PRESIDENT:

3rd reading. Senate Bill...House Bill 72. Senator
Poshard seeks 1leave of the Body to return that bill to the
Order of 2nd Beading for purposes of an amendment. Is leave
granted? Leave is granted. On the Order of House Bills 2nd
Reading, House Bill 72, Mr. Secretary. Senator Poshard, I
beg your pardon.

SENATOR POSHARD:

Mr. President, I believe that Senator Rupp is going to
withdraw that amendment at this point, so it would be unnec-
essary to move that back to 2nd reading.

PRESIDENT:

All right, take it out of the record, #r. Secretary; and,
Senator Rupp, if you'll come up and withdraw the amendmeant,
that®*ll solve that problem. 275, Senator Lemke. Senator
Lenke seeks leave of the Body to return House Bill
275...bottom of page 5. Senator Lemke seeks leave of the
Body to return that bill to the Order of 2nd Reading for pur-
poses of an amendment. 1Is leave granted? Leave is granted.
On the Order of House Bills 2nd Reading, House Bill 275, Mr.
Secretary.

SECRETARY:
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Amehdment No. 1 offered by Senator D'Arco.
PRESIDENT:

Senator D'Arco on Awmendment No. 1.

SENATOR D*ARCO:

Thank you, Mr. President. Amendment No. 1 codifies what
is presently the law into Statute and says that with respect
to certain activities the trustee or its agent shall not be
personally liable to third persons unless he fails +to iden-
tify the trust estate and reveal that he is acting in a
representative capacity. It also adds another fiduciary as a
depositing agency along with a clearing corporation or a Fed-
eral...reserve bank for securities that are sent to those
agencies by Illinois corporations, and I would ask that we
adopt Amendment No. to Senate...House Bill 275.

PRESIDENT:

All right, Senator D'Arco has moved the adoption of
Amendment No. 1 to House Bill 275. Any discussion? 1If not,
all in favor indicate by saying Aye. All opposed. The Ayes
have it. The amendment is adopted. Further amendments?
SECRETARY:

No further amendments.

PRESIDENT:

3rd reading. 497, Senator Donahue. All right, Senator
Donahue seeks leave of the Body to return House Bill 497,
that*s page 8 on the Calendar...return House Bill 437 to the
Order of 2nd Reading for purposes of an...of an anendment.
Is leave granted? Leave is granted. On the Order of House
Bills 2nd Reading, House Bill 497, Mr. Secretary.

SECRETARY:

Amendment No. 2 filed by Senator Fawell.
PRESIDENT: "

Senator Fawell on Amendment No. 2.
SENATOR FAWELL:

Thank you, very much. This just deletes the requirement
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that people...private...individuals who are serving subpoenas
must be instructed and registered by the sheriff in counties
under a million.

PRESIDENT:

All right, Senator Fawell has moved the adoption of
Amendment No. 2 to House Bill 437. 1Is there any discussion?
If not, all in favor indicate by saying Aye. All opposed.
fhe Ayes have it, The amendment is adopted. Are there fur-
ther amendments?

SECRETARY:

Amendment No. 3 offered by Senator Berman.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Berman on Amendment No. 3.

SENATOR BERMNAN:

Thank you, Mr. President. Amendment No. 3 i; identical
to the amendment that we placed on House Bill 474 dealing
with the ability to tax as costs...services rendered by sher-
iffs and coroners. I move the adoption of Amendment No. 3.
PRESIDENT:

All right, Senator Berman has wmoved the adoption of
Amendment No. 3 to House Bill 497. Any discussion? If not,
all in favor indicate by saying Aye. All opposed. The Ayes
have it. The amendment is adopted. Are there further amend-
ments?

SECRETARY:

No further amendments.
PRESIDENT:

3rd reading. Oon the Oorder of House Bills 3rd
Reading...if I can have your attention, on page 38 on the
Agreed Bill List, Senator Lemke, you wish 627 called back?
Senator Lemke seeks leave of the Body to remove House Bill
627 from the Agreed Bill List and to return that bill to the
Order of 2nd Reading for purposes of an amendment. Is leave

ranted? Leave is granted. On the Order of House Bills 2nd
g
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Reading, House Bill 627, Mr. Secretary.
SECRETARY:

Amendment No. 1 offered by sénator Lenke.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Lenmke on Amendment No. 1.

SENATOR LEWKE:

I hate to take this bill off 'cause...important bill off
the Agreed Bill List but we caught an error in there the way
the bill reads. So, what this amendment does is responds
to...what we consider a very technical error in the bill
which have made...vhich...vould have made the grandparents
guilty of a Class A misdemeanor when the,..without parental
consent to care of the grandchildren...or unemancipated to
ainors and their caring for them wuntil this situation is
over. So, 1if the grandchild rums to the grandpareants as a
runavay, technically the way the bill reads now, the grand-
parent would be guilty of a Class A nisdemeanor. This amend-
ment removes that technical wording. I think it's a good
amendment. I ask for its adoptionm.

PRESIDENT:

411 right, Senator Lemke has moved the adoption of Amend-
ment No. | to House Bill 627. Any discussion? If not, all in
favor indicate by saying Aye. A1l opposed. The Ayes have it.
The amendment is adopted. Are there further amendments?
SECRETARY:

No further amendments.

PRESIDENT:

3rd reading. On the Order of House Bills 3rd Reading, at
the bottom of page 10, is House Bill 634, Senator Degnan,
you wish that returned? Senator Degnan seeks leave of the
Body to return House Bill 694 to the Order of 2nd Reading for
purposes of an amendment. Is 1leave granted? Leave is
granted. On the Order of House Bills 2nd Reading, House Bill

694, Mr. Secretary.
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SECRETARY:

Amendment No. 2 offered by Senator Barkhausen.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Barkhausen on Amendment No. 2.

SENATOR BARKHAUSEN:

Mr. President and members, Amendment No. 2 to House Bill
694 is an agreed upon amendment that will give state's attor-
neys in our hundred and two counties throughout the State
somewhat more authority in setting the salaries for the
assistants in their offices. As I say, it's...agreed upon
and I would move its adoption.

PRESIDENT:

All right, Senator Barkhausen has moved the adoption of
Amendment No. 2 to House Bill 63%4. 1Is there any discussion?
If not, all in favor indicate by saying Aye. All opposed.
The Ayes have it, The amendmert is adopted. Further amend-
ments?

SECBETARY:

No further amendments.
PRESIDENT:

3rd reading. Page 12 on the Calendar. Senator Barkhausen
seeks leave of the Body to return House Bill 831 to the Order
of 2nd reading for purposes of an amendment. Is leave
granted? Leave is granted. On the Order of House Bills 2nd
Reading, House Bill 831, Mr. Secretary.

SECRETARY:

Amendment No. 2 offered by Senator Barkhausen.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Barkhausen on Amendment No. 2.

SENATOR BARKHAUSEN:

Mr. President and members, Amendment 2 to House Bill 831
is a technical amendment offered at the suggestion of the
Legislative Reference Bureau merely to change a date in the

bill that was mistakenly put in the first time around. I
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would urge its adoption.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Barkhausen moves the adoption of Aamendment No. 2
to House Bill 831, Any discussion? If not, all in favor
indicate by saying Aye. All opposed. The Ayes have it. The
amendment is adopted. Are there further amendments?
SECRETARY:

No further amendments.

PRESIDENT:

3rd reading. 838, Senator Poshard. Do you wish that
recalled, Senator Poshard? On the Order of House Bills 3rd
Reading, the middle of page 12, is House Bill 838, Read
the...Senator Poshard seeks leave of the Body to retura that
bill to *he Order of 2nd Reading for purposes of an amend-
ment. Is leave granted? Leave is granted. On the Order of
House Bills 2nd Reading, House Bill 838, Hr. Secretary.
SECRETARY:

Amendment No. t offered by Semator Poshard.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Poshard on Amendment No. 1.
SENATOR POSHARD:

Thank you, Mr., President. This is an amendment which
clarifies existing provisions of the bill relating to fraud-
ulent practices primarily by home repair companies against
senior citizemns. MNove for adoption of the amendment.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Poshard has moved the adoption of Amendment No. 1
to House Bill 838. Discussion? Senator Schaffer.

SENATOR SCHAFFER:

#e are, obviously, seeing this amendment for the...first
tinme, but we're told that it ism't just existing practices
that it is an expansion of the Attorney Gemneral?s authority
in this realm. I was wondering if you could go into a little

more detail?
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PRESIDENT:

Senator Poshard.
SENATOR POSHARD:

Senator Schaffer, I have a copy of the bill. What in
particular are you interested in...what particular sections?
PRESIDENT: ’

Senator Schaffer.

SENATOR SCHAFFER:

Well, it's a four-page amendment. W®Who wants it? §hy do
We...why are we doing it? ®hat does it cover? And it...it
issothe nore I read it, the more I see of the stuff that
appears to be brand new, not a rewrite,

PRESIDENT:

Senator Poshard.
SENATOR POSHARD:

Thank you, Mr. President. The Attorney General's Office
gave us this amendment 1last Friday. I do not have
2...Synopsis of the whole +thing at this point. It...it
clarifies several items within the bill in terms of misrepre-
senting or unlawful practices for people entering into agree-
ments or contracts with citizens over sixty years of age for
renmodeling or repairing or renovating buildings.

PRESIDENT:

{Machine cutoff)...Schaffer.
SENATOR SCHAFFER:

I think I can sympathize with the sponsor. I've had
amendments handed like this, but it does appear to be fairly
sweeping and it*1ll be probably helpful if the proponents of
the amendment would do a little homework with the staff on
this side and...some of our membership, ge: us up to speed.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Poshard.

SENATOR POSHARD:

««eMrC. President, 1I'd like to go ahead and move for the
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adoption of the amendment and..,.we can get together on both
sides of the aisle and work it out.
PRESIDENT:

All right, Senator Poshard has mnoved the adoption of
Amendment No. 1 to House Bill 838. Any discussion? If not,
all in favor imdicate by saying Aye. All opposed. The Ayes
have it. The amendment is adopted. Are there further amend-
ments?

SECRETARY:

No further amendments.
PRESIDENT:

3rd reading. Senator Lechowicz on 1045, He does not
wish it recalled. 1067. Senator Lemke on 1067, On ithe Order
of House Bills 3rd Reading, the bottom of page 14, is House
Bill 1067. Senator Lenmke seeks leave of the Body to return
that bill to the Order of 2nd Reading for purposes of an
amendment. Is leave granted? On the Order of House Bills
2nd Reading, House Bill 1067, Mr. Secretary.

SECRETARY:

Amendment No. 4 offered by Senator Lemke.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Lenke,

SENATOR LEMKE:

Technical amendment, it changes the section numbered
section...correcting the bill.
PRESIDENT:

All right, Senator Lemke moves the adoption of Amendrment
No. 4 +o House Bill 1067. Any discussion? If not, all in
favor indicate by saying Aye. All opposed. The Ayes have
it. The amendment is adopted. Further amendments?

SECBETARY:

No further amendments.

PRESIDENT:

3rd reading. All right, 1083, the amendment has been
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withdrawn. Strike that one from your list. Top of page 15,
1103, Senator Lemke. Senator Lemke seecks leave of the Body
to return that bill to the Order of 2nd Reading for purposes
of an amendment. Is leave granted? Leave is granted. On
the Order of House Bills 2nd Reading, House Bill 1103, #r.
Secretary.
SECRETARY:

Amendment No. 1 offered by Senator Lemke.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Lemke on Amendment No. 1.
SENATOR LEMKE:

This just adds the technical...to this Act takes effect
upon becoming law.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Lemke moves the adoption of Amendment WNo. 1 to
House Bill 1103. Any discussion? If not, all iw favor indi-
cate by saying Aye. All opposed. The Ayes have it. The
anendment is adopted. Further amendments?

SECRETARY:

No further amendments.
PRESIDENT:

3rd reading. 1159, the anendment has been withdrawn, so
scratch that one. 1188, bottom of page 15, Senmator Berman.
Senator Berman seeks leave of the Body to return House Bill
1188 to the Order of 2nd Reading for purposes of an amend-
ment. Is leave granted? Leave is granted. On the Order of
House Bills 2nd Reading, House Bill 1188, Mr., Secreiary.
SECRETARY:

Amendment No. 1 offered by Senator Berman.

PRESIDENT:
Senator Berman on Amendment No. 1.
SENATOR BERMAN:
Thank you., Amendment No. | changes this bill so that the

noncustodial parent in the event of the death of the custo-
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dial parent has to have been found to be under a legal dis-
ability or unfit in order for the court to determine that it
would be in the...child's best interest that custody not be
awarded %o the surviving paremt. It sets guidelines for a
fair determination as to where the child should go in the
event of the passing awvay of a custodial parent, I move the
adoption of Amendmen+t No. 1.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Berman moves the adoption of Amendment No. 1 to
House Bill 1188. Discussion? If not, all in favor indicate
by saying Aye. All opposed. The Ayes have it. The amend-
ment is adopted. FPurther amendments?

SECRETARY:

No further amendments.
PRESIDENT:

3rd reading. Middle of page 16, on the Order of House
Bills 3rd Reading. Senator Weaver seeks leave of the Body to
return House Bill 1258 to the Order of 2nd Reading for pur-
poses of an amendment. 1Is leave granted? Leave is granted.
On the Order of House Bills 2nd Reading is House Bill 1258,
Mr. Secretary.

SECRETARY:

Amendment No, 1 offered by Senator Heaver.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Weaver on Amendment No., 1.

SENATOR WEAVER:

Thank you, Mr. President. This amendment is...is with
technical nature trying *o ansver some of the concerns of
Chapman and Cutler, and I would move its adoption.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Weaver moves the adoption of Amendment No. ! to
House Bill 1258. Any discussion? 1If not, all in favor indi-
cate by saying Aye. All opposed. The Ayes bhave it. The

amendment is adopted. Are there further amendments?
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SECRETARY:

No further amendments.
PRESIDENT:

3rd reading. 1410, Senator Marovitz. Sponsor indicates
he will not seek a recall. 1413, Senator Lenmke. Oa the
Order of House Bills 3rd Reading, on page 18 on the Calendar,
Senator Lemke seeks leave of the Body to return that bill to
the Order of 2nd Reading for purposes of an amendmente. Is
leave granted? Cn the Order of House Bills 2nd Reading,
House Bill 1413, Mr. Secretary. Senator Lenmke.

SENATOR LENKE:

I'd like to Table Amendment No. 1, No. 2 and No. 3.
PRESIDENT:

a1l right, Senator lLemke has...having voted on the pre-
vailing side, has moved to Table Arendments No. 1, 2 and 3.
Is there any discussion? If no%, all in favor of the wmotion
to reconsider indicate by saying Aye. All opposed. The Ayes
have it. Senator Lemke now moves to Table Amendments No. 1,
No. 2 and No. 3. All in favor of the motion to Table indi-
cate by saying Aye. All opposed. The Ayes have it. The
amendments are Tabled. Further amendments, Mr. Secretary?
SECRETARY:

Amendment No. 4 offered by Senator Lemke.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Lemke on Amendment No. 4.
SENATOR LEMKE:

Okay, what...vhat we've found here is after we started
adding people and taking people off of the judi-
cial...Criminal Justice Information Authority, we found we
had too many members. ®hat this amendment does is incorpo-
rates Amendments No. 1, 2 and 3 and keeps the number at fif-
teen allowing the three judges to get off, the state's attor-
ney appellate service to have one.,..one of the public...one

of the spots and increases the public membership from +hree
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to five. I think it*s a good amendment and it keeps it in
the form of fifteen on the...on the board. I...I ask for its
adoption.
PRESIDENT:

All right, Senator Lemke has moved the adoption of Amend-
ment No., 4 to House Bill 1413, Any discussion? If not, all
in favor indicate by saying Aye. All opposed. The Ayes have
it. The amendment is adopted. Are there further amendments?
SECRETARY:

No further amendments.

PRESIDENT:

3rd reading. Senator Berman on 1800, On the Order of
House Bills 3rd Reading, bottom of page 20, is House Bill
1800. Senator Berman seeks leave of the Body to return that
bill to the Order of 2nd Reading for purposes of an amend-
ment. Is leave granted? Leave is granted. ©On the Order of
House Bills 2nd Reading, House Bill 1800, Mr. Secretary.
SECRETARY:

Arendment No., 3 offered by Senator Berman.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Berman on Amendment No. 3.
SENATOR BERMAN:

Thank you. Before we...address Amendment No. 3, Mr.
President, this Amendment No. 3 will delete all of the refer-
ences to the tax incremental financing...sales tax refund
which...gave rise to substantial debate in the Revenue
Committee, so that the bill after Amendment No. 3 is adopted
¥ill be clean of that sales tax refund provision. Accord-
ingly, I would move to reconsider the vote by which Amend-
ments No. ! and 2 were adopted for purposes of Tabling those
amendments.

PRESIDENT:
All right, Senator Berman has moved...having voted on the

prevailing side bas wmoved +to reconsider the vote by which
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Amendments No. | and No. 2 to House Bill 1800 have been
adopted. A1l in favor of the motion to reconsider indicate
by saying Aye. All opposed. The Ayes have it. The vote is
nov reconsidered. Senator Berman moves to Table Amendments
No. 1 and 2 to House Bill 1800. All in favor of the wmotion
to Table indicate by saying Aye. All opposed. The Ayes have
it. Anmendnments No. | and 2 are Tabled. Further amendments,
Nr. Secretary?
SECRETARY:

Amendment No. 3 offered by Senator Berman.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Berman oa Ameandment No. 3.
SENATOR BERMAN:

Thank you. The...Anendment Ho., 3 will delete...deletes
the provisions dealing with the sales tax refund as I've just
stated. I move the adoption of Amendment No. 3.

PRESIDENT:

All right, Senator Berman has moved the adoption of
Amendment No. 3 to House Bill 1800. Any discussion? Senator
Netsch.

SENATOR NETSCH:

Senator Berman, I came in just as you were describing amd
I @nissed part of it. Could you givé me just a capsule again
of what the bill will do with the first two amendments Tabled
and this one now being proposed? . .
PRESIDENT:

Senator Berman.

SENATOR BERMAN:

It allows for Illinois Development Finance Authority to
provide grants vwhich would be contingent on available reve- ;
nues pursuant to IDFA bonding or...or either Pederal or State
grants or appropriations. The controversial item that we had
previously discussed regarding the sales tax refund has been

deleted., Further, and I'1l1 address it at 3rd reading, but
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remenber the question was raised as to how vwould - the TIF
funding through IDFA be repaid because there was a question
as to whether this would be a taxpaying entity that would own
the land and the property where the Evanston University
Research Park is. That will be a private entity. There is a
sale pending or in discussion stage so that it will be a pri-
vate taxpaying body. The increases of the assessed valuation
will be on the tax rolls and will be the source for the
repayment of these funds.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Berman moves the adoption of Amendment No. 3 to
Hbuse Bill 1800. Any further discussion? If not, all in
favor of the adoption of the amendment indicate by saying
Aye. All opposed. The Ayes have it. The amendment is
adopted. Are there further amendments?

SECRETARY:

No further amendments.
PRESIDENT:

3rd reading. Senator Philip on 1857. Top of page 21 on
the Order of House Bills 3rd Reading, Senator Philip seeks
leave of the Body to return House Bill 1857 to the Order of
2nd Reading for purposes of an amendmeni. 1Is leave granted?
Leave 1is granzed. On the Order of House Bills 2nd Reading,
House Bill 1857, Mr. Secretary.

SECRETARY:

Amendment No. 4 offered by Senator Philip.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Philip on Amendment No. 4.

SENATOR PHILIP:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. Amendment No. 4 to House Bill 1857 combines a
front-door referendum for three hundred and f£ifty million in
general obligation bonds for the purpose of a water commis-

sion and to get water from Chicago to DuPage County, combines
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it with a one-gnarter percent sales tax to pay off those
bonds. Be happy to answer any questions. I move the adop-
tion of Amendment No. 4.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Philip has moved the adoption of Amendment No. 4
to House Bill 1857. Senator Demuzio.
SENATOR DENUZIO:

Yes, if the...sponsor will yield. The gquarter-cent sales
tax caught ny ear. What...what...what are we talking about
here?

PRESIDENT:

Senator Philip.
SENATOR PHILIP:

¥hat we're talking about is by front-door referendum, the
people of DuPage County authorizing a quarter-ceant sales tax,
countywide, for the purpose of wvater from Lake Michigan to
DuPage County.

PRESIDENT:

Senatora...
SENATOR PHILIP:

--.they'll have a chance to vote on it. It's nothing
sneaky at all.
PRESIDENT:

«es«.5enator Philip has moved the adoption of Amendment No.
4 to House Bill 1857. Any further discussion? If not, all
in favor indicate by saying Aye. All opposed. The Ayes have
it. The amendment is adopted. Are there further amendments?
SECRETARY:

No further amendments.

PRESIDENT:

3rd reading. Same page, page 21, in the middle of that
page 1is House Bill 1914, Senator Mahar seeks leave of ihe
Body to return that bill to the Order of 2nd Reading for pur-

poses of an amendment. Is leave granted? Leave is gramted.
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On the Order of House Bills 2nd Reading, House Bill 1914, Mr.
Secretary.
SECRETARY:
Amendment No. 2 offered by Senator Mahar.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Mahar on Amendment No. 2.
SENATOR MAHAR:

Thank you, Mr. President. Amendment No. 2 authorizes two
parcels in the Village of Hoffman Estates io be annexed to
the Metropolitan Sanitary District. This is at the regquest of
the property owners and the municipality and the MSD are in
agreement,

PRESIDENT:

Senator Mahar moves the adoption of Amendment No. 2 to
House Bill 1914. Any discussion? If not, all in favor indi-
cate by saying aye. All opposed. The Ayes bhave it. The
amendment is adopted. Are there further amendments?
SECRETARY:

No further amendments.

PRESIDENT:

3rd reading. The next two were on the Agreed List. On
page 57...page 57 of the Calendar, Senator...Schaffer seeks
leave to remove House Bill 1961 from *he Agreed List, asked
that it be brought back to the Order of 2nd Reading for puc-
poses of an amendment. Is leave granted? Leave is granted.

On the Order of House Bills 2nd Reading, House Bill 1961,
Mr. Secretary.
SECRETARY:

Apmendment No. 1 offered by Senator Schaffer.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Schaffer on Ameandment No. 1.

SENATOR SCHAFFER:
Nr. Presideat and members of the Senate, this is a sad

duty, I have to remove this bill from the Agreed List to put
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an effective date amendment on it. That®s all the amendment
does is put an effective date of July 1, 1985. It huris.
PRESIDENT:

All right, Senator Schaffer...moves the adoption of
Aaendment No. 1 to House Bill 1961. Any discussion? 1If not,
all in favor indicate by saying Aye. All opposed. The Ayes
have it. The amendment is adopted. Are there further amend-
ments?

SECRETARY:

No further amendments.
PRESIDENT:

3rd reading. Same page, on the Order of House Bills 3rd
Reading, Senator Davidson seeks leave %o remove House Bill
1370 from the Agreed List and asked that it be brought to the
Order of 2nd Reading for purposes of an amendment. Is leave
granted? Leave is granted. On the Order of House Bills 2and
BReading, House Bill 1970, Mr. Secretary.

SECRETARY:

Amendment No. 1 offered by Senator Davidson.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Davidson on Amendment No. 1.

SENATOR DAVIDSON:

This amendment removes the immediate effective date. I
aove the adoption.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Davidson moves the adoption of Amendment No. 1 to
House Bill 1970, Is there any discussion? If not, all inmn
favor indicate by saying Aye. All opposed. The Ayes have it.
The amendment is adopted. Are there further amendments?
SECRETARY:

No further amendments.

PRESIDENT:
3rd reading. 2103, back on the regular order...Senator

Lenke, did you file an amendment on 2103? dell, strike it
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from the list., All right, if I can have the attention of the
menbership. Hhile we're on this order, there are three addi-
tional amendmenits <tha*t have been placed with the Secretary.
If you will be kind enough to take these numbers down, we
won't have to go through this drill again. House Bill 704
off the Agreed List, Senator Sangmeister. House Bill 805 on
the regalar lis%, that's Senator Karpiel and House Bill 1027,
Senator Welch. With leave of the Body, we'll just add those
and carry on and try to get this accomplished. On the Order
of House Bills 3rd Reading, page 38, Senator Sangmeister
seeks leave of the Body to remove House Bill 704 £from the
Agreed List and asked that it be brought to the Order of 2nd
Reading for purposes of an amendment. Is leave granted?
Leave 1is granted. On the Order of House Bills 2nd Reading,
House Bill 704, Nr. Secretary.

SECRETARY:

Amendment No. 1 offered by Senator Sangmeister.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Sangmeister.

SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

Thank you, HMr. President and members of the Senate. iﬁat
this amendment does is it tightens up requirements for bail
on drug related case and where terrorists are involved. It
will make it...it will give the judge more discretion as to
when he can deny bond on first appearance, and there is a
host of items in this bill which I think would best be dis-
cussed on 3rd reading. At this time, I would jhst ﬁove adop-
tion of the amendment.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Sangmeister has moved the adoption of Amendment
No, 1 to House Bill 704, 1Is there any discussion? If not,
all in favor indicate by saying Aye. All opposed. The Ayes
have i*, The amendment is adopted. Furiher amendments?

SECRETARY:
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No further amendments,
PRESIDENT:

3rd reading., Back on the regular order, on House bills
3rd reading, top of page 12, is House Bill 805. Senator
Karpiel seeks leave of the Body to return that bill to the
Order of 2nd Reading for purposes of an amendment. Is leave
granted? Leave is granted. On the Order of House Bills 2nd
Reading, House Bill 805, M¥r., Secretary.

SECBRETARY:

Amendment No. 2 offered by Senator Rarpiel.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Karpiel on Amendment No. 2.

SENATOR KARPIEL:

Thank you, Mr. President. Amendment No. 2 is...another
amendment that is...has been suggested by the Comptroller's
Office. It's a technical amendment, really. I+ deletes the
vords that say, “"The deduction shall have priority over any
garnishment except that for payment of State.® I move for
its adoption.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Karpiel has moved the adoption of Amendment No. 2
to House Bill 805. Is there any discussion? If not, all in
favor indicate by saying Aye. All opposed. The Ayes have
it, The amendment is adopted. Are there further amendments?
SECBETARY:

No further amendments.

PRESIDENT:

3rd reading. Top of page 14, Senator &elch. Senator
Welch seeks leave of the Body to return House Bill 1027 to
the Order of 2nd Reading for purposes of an amendment. Leave
granted? On the Order of House Bills 2nd Reading, House Bill
1027, Mr. Secretary.

SECRETARY:

Amendment No. 3 offered by Senator Berman.
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PRESIDENT:

Senator Berman on Amendment No. 3.
SENATOR BERMAN:

Thank you, Mr. President. This states that this bill
will not apply to cities having a population of more
than...half a million inhabitants. I move the adoption of
Amendment No. 3.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Berman has moved the adoption of Amendment No. 3
to House Bill 1027. Any discussion? If not, all in favor
indicate by saying Aye. All opposed. The Ayes have it. The
amendment is adopted. Are there further amendments?
SECRETARY:

No further amendments.

PRESIDENT:

3rd reading. If I can have the attention of the @ember-
ship, visiting Springfield today is a very special guest. We
have with us the Honorable Mr. Klaus Jacoby who is the Ambas-
sador from Switzerland to the United States. He is visiting
Springfield and has just been introduced to Mayor Hichael
Houston. He 1is accompanied by Council General Holser. I
would wish that you would welcome Ambassador Jacoby and I'1l
ask him to say a few words. Ladies and gentlemen, Ambassador
Jacoby.

AMBASSADOR JACOBY:
(Remarks made by Ambassador Jacoby)
PRESIDENT:

Mr. Ambassador, I think we have a lot of volunteers for
the trade mission to Switzerland. I see a lot of hands going
up. Resolutions, Mr. Secretary. Messages from the House,
I'm sorry,

SECRETARY:
Message from the House by Mr. O!'Brien, Clerck.

Mr., President - I am directed to inform the Senate
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the House of Representatives concurred with the Senate in the
passage of a resolution, to-wit:
Senate Joint Resolution 77.

Together with the following amendment, in the adop-
tion of which I am instructed to ask the concurrence of the
Senate, to-wi%:

House Amendment No. 1.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Savickas.
SENATOR SAVICKAS:

esslr. President and members of the Senate, I would move
concurrence with House Amendment No., 1. 1It's just...on the
adjo;tnment resolution to make it at ten o'clock.

PRESIDENT:

All right, Senator Savickas has wmoved to suspenrnd the
rules for the immediate consideration and adoption of Senate
Joint Resolution 77 and he moves the adoption of...House
Amendment No, 1 to Senate Joint Resolution 77. All in favor
of the.motion to suspend indicate by saying Aye. All opposed.
The Ayes have it. The rules are suspended. Senator Savickas
now moves the adoption of Amendment No...House Amendment No.
t to Senate Joint Resolution 77. All in favor indicate by
saying Aye. All opposed. The Ayes have it. The amendment is
adopted and the resolution is adopteds If I <can have the
attention of the membership. As you're all aware, tomorrow
is the last day under our rules for the consideration of
House bills on 3rd reading. If you'®ll look at the back, we
have two hundred and seventy-three, probably now two hundred
and seventy-eight House bills on 3rd reading. Today is the
last day, obviously, to move substantive House bills from 2nd
to 3rd reading so that they wmay be considered tomorrow.
After discussing with Senator Philip, it is our intention to
go to the Order of House Bills 2nd Reading. There are seven

substantive House bills sponsored by the following Senators:
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Senators Bloom, Philip, Netsch, Jerome Joyce, Jerome Joyce,
Collins and Bloom. At the conclusion of that order of busi-
ness, we will begin on House Bills 3rd reading at the begin-
ning, and the very last order of business this evening, which
will be at approximately six-fifteen to six-thirty, we have
agreed *o...to terminate our busimess or adjourn at the hour
of six-thirty because tomorrow will be a...all day marathon,
I'm afraid. At the conclusion, we will have the roll call
with respect to the Agreed Bill List for those bills on 3rd
reading that have been read im *this morning commencing at ten
o'clock. If members wish to move bills off that list or vote
other than Aye, that should be filed with the...those indi-
cations should be filed with the Secretary so that they can
be properly jburnalized. Senator Geo-Karis, for what purpose
do you arise?

SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

Mr. President and lLadies and Gentlemen of the Senate, I
ask to be added as an inmediate cosponsor to House Bill 832
and T have the permission of the main spomsor, Senator
Marovitz.

PRESIDENT:

All right, the lady seeks leave to be added as a cospon-
sor of House Bill 832. Without objection, leave is granted.
Senator Lechowicz, for what purpose do you arise?

SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

Ask leave to be added as a principal cosponsoi of House
Bill 48.

PRESIDENT:

The gentleman seeks leave to be added as a principal co-
sponsor of House Bill 48. Without objection, ;eave is
granted. Senator Welch, for what purpose do you arise?
SENATOR WELCH:

I would ask leave to be substituted as the chief sponsor

of House Bill 24 and have that bill read Welch-Jones. I've



Page 52 - June 24, 1985

had the permission of the spomsor, Senator Jones, who is nod-
ding his head...in affirmation.
PRESIDENT:

All right, the gentleman seeks leave to be added as the
principal sponsor of House Bill 24 with Senator Jones as the
hyphenated cosponsor. Without objection, leave is granted.
Senator Barkhausen,

SENATOR BARKHAUSEN:

+ssMr, President, I would ask leave to have added Senator
Dudycz as a hyphenated chief sponsor of House Bills 831 and
971.

PRESIDENT:

831 and 371, the gentleman seeks leave to have Senator
Dudycz added as a cosponsor. Without objection, leave is
granted. All right, we will begin on the Order of House
Bills 2nd Reading. We will go through that order of business
and then proceed on to the main Calendar to the main event on
House bills 3rd reading. We will work until approximately
six-thirty this evening at which time we ¥ill have the roll
call vote on the Agreed Bill List. On the Order of House
Bills 2nd Beading, House Bill 296, Senator Blooa. Senator
Bloom, for what purpose do you arise?

SENATOR BLOOM:

Thank you, NMr. President. Let's move 296 to 3rd and I
wanted to seek leave on 1814, Let's handle 296 and then
I'll...

PRESIDENT:
On the Order of House Bills 2nd Reading is House Bill
296. Read the bill, Mr. Secretary.
SECRETARY:
House Bill 296.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
2nd reading of the bill. No comnittee amendments.

PRESIDENT:
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Any amendments from the Floor?
SECRETARY:

No Floor amendments.
PRESIDENT:

3rd reading. Senator Bloom, for what purpose do you
arise?
SENATOR BLOONM:

Thank you, Wr., President. I would seek 1leave later on
when we get to House Bill 1814 to perhaps coansider it out of
order later this af*ernoon, because the interest...there's
one particularly difficult issue involving AT and T and the
other common carriers, and they are very, very close to con-
promising +that issue; and if that’s the case, we can
handle...readily handle 1814 and it will be a controversial
issue that becomes noncontroversial, which we all like, but
they probably won't have the language drawn up until 1later
this afternoon, sir.

PRESIDENT:

All right, Senator Bloom...Seeking leave of the Body to
consider House Bill 1814 on the Order of 2ad Reading later
this afternoon, perhaps at the close of...before the close of
business, 1let's just say six-fifteen this evening. 1Is there
any objection to that procedure? H®ithout objection, leave is
granted. We will handle House bills 2nd reading...rceturn to
that order for the purpose of House Bill 1814 at six-fifteen
this evening. Without objection, 1leave is granted. all
.right, Senator Philip, vhy...shy don't we try these
other...Senator Bloom, would you mind? We'll go to...let?'s
get these other omnes out of the way and we®ll move right
there, if that's all right. See if anybody wants to move any
of this stuff. H#iddle of page 67, on the Order. of House
Bills 2nd Reading, House Bill 900, Senator Netsch. On the
Order of House Bills 2nd Reading, House Bill 300. Read the

bill, Mr. Secretary.
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SECRETARY:

House Bill 900.

{Secretary reads title of bill)

2nd reading of the bill. HNo committee amendments.
PRESIDENT:

Any amendments from the Floor?
SECRETARY:

No Floor amendmen*s.
PRESIDENT:

3rd reading. 1000, Senator Joyce...well, you can get
leave to come back to it and we can probably do it Wednesday
or Thursday or Friday, I presunme...or later today. 1436,
Senator Joyce., On the Order of House Bills 2nd Reading, the
middle of page 68, is House Bill 1436. There's an amendment
ifiled up here. Read the bill, Mr. Secretary.

SECRETARY:
House Bill 1436,
(Secretary reads title of bill)
2nd reading of the bill. ©No committee amendments.
PRESIDENT:
Any amendments from the Floor?
SECRETARY:

Apnendment No. ! offered by Senator Jerome Joyce.
PRESIDENT:

Sepnator Joyce.

SENATOR JEROME JOYCE:

All right, thank you, Mr, President. This amendment
rewrites the bill to include the...the suggested legislation
‘vhich was a result of the Governor's Task Force on Chemical
Safety. The plan requires a business to have a written emer-
gency plan, the guidelines for the coordination of the plan
are to be established by the Emergency Services Disaster
Agency and...significant release occurs, the EPA will review

how the plan worked and may suggest changes in the plan aad
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so forth.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Joyce has moved the adoption of Amendment No. 1
to House Bill 1436. Any discussion? 1If not, all in favor
indicate by saying Aye. All opposed. The Ayes have it. The
amendment is adopted. - Are there further amendments?
SECRETARY:

No further amendments.

PRESIDENT:

3rd reading. 1529, Senator Collins, All right, Senator
Joyce has asked leave to come back to 1000, Senator Collins
‘has asked leave to come back “o 1529 and Senator Bloonm has
asked leave to come back to 1814, At the last order of busi-
ness today, we'll get back to them. Without objection, leave
is granted, Senator Philip on...Senator D'Arco, for what
.purpose do yon arise?

SENATOR D®*ARCO:

Mr. President, will there be any chance of going back on

a recall 1list? Are we going to have another recall 1list or

is that it?

PRESIDENT:
Certainly. Tee.YES. HAND-TV Decatur has reguested
pernission to videotape today's proceedings. Is leave

granted? Leave is granted.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

House bills 2nd reading is House Bill 570. Senator
Philip. Senator Bloom. Semator Luft. All right, House
bills 2nd reading, House Bill 570, Kr. Secretary.

SECRETARY:
House Bill 570.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
2nd reading of the bill. The Committee on Executive offers
two amendments.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENMUZIO)
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Senator Philip.
SENATOR PHILIP:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. I move to adopt Committee Amendment No. 1 to Senate
Bill 570. The amendment cuts it back to the Governor’s reconm-
mendation which is 1,3 billion dollars.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

All right, Senator Philip has moved to Table Conmmittee
Apendment No., 1 to House...all right, Senator Philip has
moved to adopt House Bill 570, Anmendment ©No. 1. Further
discussion? Senator Rock.

SENATOR ROCK:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate., For the benefit of the menbership, Compittee Amend-
ment No. | to House Bill 5370 1literally reinstates the
Governor's program as introduced, including the imposition of
the used car tax. I think a roll call should be ﬁad on the
adoption of Amendment No. 1. I have Amendments 2, 3 and 4
which substantially alter the financing program under Houase
Bill 570, but Amendment No. 1 essentially strips out what the
House did to House Bill 570 and reinstates the program as
introduced by the Governor, and I think a roll call should be
required.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
\ A1l right, further discussion? Senator Joyce...Jeremiah
Joyce.
SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:
A question of the sponsor, please.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Indicates he will yield. Senator Joyce.
SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:

Senator Philip, the projected used car tax, what is the

estipated revenue that will be derived from that, if you

know?
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIOQ)

Senator Philip.

SENATOR PHILIP:

I believe in a full fiscal year, seventy million dollars.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senpator Joyce.

SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:

Do I understand you to say seventy million dollars for
the next fiscal year?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Philip.

SENATOR PHILIP:

A full fiscal year.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DENMODZIO)

Senator Joyce,

SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:

And would you tell me, if I had a automobile that had a
market value...that I was selling for five thousand dollars,
what the tax would be on me?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)
» Senator Philip.
SENATOR PHILIP:

Five percent.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Joyce.

SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:

Tha* would be two hundred and fifty dollars?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Philip.

SENATOR PHILIP:

If your arithmetic 1is correct, I believe that is cor-
rect.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Joyce.
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SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:

Would you tell if you know how many used cars are sold ia
a year that would be subjected to this tax?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Philip.

SENATOR PHILIXP:

I don't know. I...hopefully, I could get the figures for
you from the second floor or the Secretary of State.
.PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Joyce.

SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:

Well, if...if...if wve're...we are talking about...say,
seven...well, you're talking about one billion four hundred
million dollars worth of used car sales if my...if your
projections and my arithmetic are correct, would that be
.right as X...trying to think here?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUGZIO)

Senator Philip.

SENATOR PHILIP:

If I remember correctly, your Besponsibly Build Illinois
uses the exactly the same tax. Is that no* correct?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Joyce.

SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:

Well, I'm just asking you if you would...would you answer
the question. We'll talk about who and what and whose
Responsibly Build 1Illinois and how it's going to be funded
when we get to that point, but you're offering the anmendment
and you're subjecting yourself here to questions and discus-
sion and debate. So I ask you again, would that...is that
coughly what my...is that a correct number that I'm talking
about if *he projection is seventy million dollars to be
derived in additional revenue from this tax, would we be

talking about a billion four hundred million dollars in used
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car sales?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Philip.

SENATOR PHILIP:

I...I believe the one thing we can agree on is that wve're
both wusing the same figures from *the Governor's Office and
the Department of Revenue. What the...what “he tax raises and
how much it is.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOﬁ DEMUZIO)

Senator Joyce.

SENATOR JEREHIAH JOYCE:

I'm using your numbers. I'm not vouching for your
numbers, Senator Philip. I'm *aking you at face value. I'am
not representing tha* your numbers are correct. Let me ask
you this, what will happen or what...what does the Gover-
nor...propose for revenues if this projection 1is incorrect?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENMUZIO)

Sena‘tor Philip.

SENATOR PHILIP:

We...we believe he's correct.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Joyce,

SENKTOE JERENIAH JOYCE:

Well, given his track record, T...l...I don't +think
you're going to get a majority of the people in this Body to
agree that he's correct. My understanding is is that there
is backup to this, that there is a...a proposal to take funds
from +the sales *ax and have that as the backup to that. 1Is
that...is this not correct?

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Senator Philip.
SENATOR PHILIP:
fes, I...to my knowledge, that is absolutely incorrect.

Also, I would assume if there wasn't a revenue flow, we'd
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have to scale down the amount of bond we!d be selling.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right, Senator Joyce, have you concluded? Sena-
tor...Senator...Senator Joyce.
>SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:

No. No, I haven't concluded. You sell the bonds...you
selles..you sell the bonds and then you are obligated and then
.all of a sudden we find, as we have found so many times in
the past, that your numbers and your projections are incor-
rect, then what do we do?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Philip.

SENATOR PHILIP:

I...I'n sure you know, Senator Joyce, they would not sell
all the bonds at once. They would be stretched out and, of
course, if the revenue wasn't there, they would scale down
.the next sale of bonds.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Joyce.

SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:

Well, that's not wmy understanding. My understanding
is...is that we are going to sell these bonds, put those
monies in a fund, derive interest from the funds that those
monies go into and arbitrage this deal, that's my understand-
ing. Now, if you're saying that we are going to just do this
as...25 the economic...situation warrants, then you should
adopt our plan because that's what we're talking about. You
shoald just withdraw this amendment and pay as you go, as we
are suggesting.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIO)
. eseSenator...Philip.
SENATOR PHILIP:
Well, of course, under your so-called pay-as-you-go would

do two things, stretch it out to fourteen years possibly and
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cost more money. And as you know, I...I would assume they
would spread *he selling of these bonds out.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Senator Joyce.
SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:

Well,...first of all, those two statements are correct
but...are 1incorrect but...but let's set that aside for the
moment about the fourteen years and costing more money, both
of <*hose are...withou:t doubt those...those tvwo statemeats
that you have made are in error. Let me ask you ohe other
thing that I'm still confused about, and I truly am confused
about this, Senator Philip, these are...these are.,.what type
of bonds are these? Mr. Mandeville, when he came before our
compittee, indicated that these were what type of bonds?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Philip.

SENATOR PHILIP:

They?re dedicated revenue bonds.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENMUZIO)

Senator Joyce.

SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:

When you say dedicated revenue bonds, does the full faith
in credit of the State of Illinois stand behind these bonds?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

‘ All right, Senator Philip.
SENATOR PHILIP:

No.

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Joyce. All right, Senator...Senator Joyce.
SENATOR JEREXIAH JOYCE:

well, 1let me ask you this, if there is not sufficient
funds...if there is not sufficient funds from the...from the
‘contemplated source of revenue to redeem these bonds, does

the...d0es...is it anticipated in this legislation that sales



Page 62 - June 24, 1385

tax money...sales tax revenues or general revenue funds will
be used in *his program?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Senator Philip.
SENATOR PHILIP:

Well, they are prohibitive, they will not be used and
what they will do, the second issue of bonds, they will not
sell the second issue of bonds.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Senator Joyce.
SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:
- No, that is...*that is not correct. That is not correct.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Further discussion? Senator Geo~Karis.
SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

Will the...sponsor of the amendment yield for a question?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

He indicates he will.

SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

Is i*...my understanding that the money derived from the
taxes from the sale of the uséd cars will be...used to pay
the interest on the bonds?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Philip.

SENATOR PHILIP:

Yes and principle.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
. Senator Geo-Karis.
SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

And...if I understand correctly, the type of bonds will
be revenue bonds. Is that correct?
.PBESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Philip.

SENATOR PHILIP:
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Dedicated.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Geo-Karis.

SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

What...I'm sorry, I didn*'t hear.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

’ He said dedicated. Senator Geo-Karis.
SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

Hell, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate, I speak in favor of this amendment and I speak in
favor of the whole bill, because ander this bill and
this...and *his amendment, we are not going to be forced to
go and rob the general fund every time we’re short on the
other plan that's being advocated by our colleagues on the
other side, because if we have to take wmoney from the general
fund *o0...o0n the pay-as-you-go system and it...it isn't
there, then you're going to have to raise taxes to pay for
.your senior «citizens, your education and so forth. So, I
think in the long-run, we're much better off supporting this
amendment and the bill itself.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator DeAngelis.

SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Thank you, Nr. President. I rise in support of Amend-
ment No. 1 on House Bill 570. There are only two things that
you have to know about this amendment; one, is that ten is
greater than eigh%, or nine is greater tham seven, or eight
is greater than six, or seven is greater than five, and if
you don't know that by the time you become a Senator, I think
¥e have more serious problems than just this amendment. The
other thing you have to know is whether +there's a revenue
stream sO that when *the investment is made, eight will be
greater tham six, nine will be greater than seven. What this

bill simply does...and I might do it with an aralogy. If you
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had a hundred *housand dollars sitting around someplace and
you were going to build a hundred thousand dollar house and
you found out that you could vest your hundred thousand
dollars and get ten percent interest and pay eight percent
interest on a regular loan, you would be a fool not to borrow
bthe money, and that's all this amendment says, that in this
particular instance, because you have a revenue strean
equivalent to the hundred thousand dollars in the bank, that
you're far better off borrowing because then you could add a
tvo thousand dollar addition to your house for nothing, and
that's all this amendment does. 1It's very simple, and we
talk about pay as you go, this is more tham pay-as-you-go;
~this is not only pay-as-you-go, it's to get more than what
you're going to be getting if you went ahead and didn't
invest it. I urge your support for this amendment.
FPRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Linda HMise of WCIA-TV seeks permission to videotape. 1Is
there objection? Hearing no objection, permission is
granted. Senator Joyce.

SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:

¥ell, I can't let that go without challenging that what
you said...Senator, because you're talking about...you're not
trying +o make this so sinple, and it's not simple,
it's...it's simple, yes,...it is simple...it's simple for the
guys who are bond counsel, 1it's simple for the...for the
investment bankers, it's simple for those people. Thissossif
you take the hundred thousand dollars and go and borrow
it...go and borrow it, put it in the bank at ten percent and
go and borrow at eight percent, that would be fine, if you
didn*t have to hire a lawyer and hire an investment .banker
and hire all of these other support people and all of these
other costs that are involved in this because then your two
percen* arbitrage melts away. It's not here, it's gone, and

that's really what this whole thing is about, Senator. You
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know that and I know it. It's about forty or fifty million
dollars that we're going to hand to some bankers and some
lawyers and some other friends of this administration.
Instead of doing it in a reasonable way, in a cost efficieant
vay, we are going to bring in some other people to sit at the
table and divvy up the State's money, “hat's what it's all
about.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator DeAngelis.
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Well, I...I think the record has to be cleared up on that
point also., The net number, Senator Joyce, is going to be
greater regardless of what charges that you talked about,
then, simply using the money you're taking in and spending
it. Let me point out one other advantage. With this pro-
gram, you can make commitments that go beyond one year,
compitments <that can result in some savings, conmmitments
that...in many instances could not be made any other way.
Under the plan...and I know Senator Joyce felt that Senator
Philip ought nrot to be bringing up the following amendnment
but he brought it up himself in his discussion. The fact is,
you can't make any commpitments under the new plan, and I
don't know how you'’re going to get fifty-one done...well, I
know how you can get it done, you can get it done the way
it's being done right now, a little piece at a time and maybe
it*'ll never get done. The point is that the invested money,
Ayou‘re going to turn around and sell bonds with short money,
put it in to a loang-term investments and, Senator Joyce, you
can't argue that. Pick up the Wall Street Journal, pick up
the Chicago Tribune, pick up any one of them. Read the page
that says what you're going to get ten years from now for
something if you put the money in right now. And you know
whaf, it*ll tell you you're going to get mogre than

what...it's going +to cost you to borrow it under a tax-free
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borrowing system, every one of them does.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

UPI would like permission to take still photos and Chan-
nel 20 requesis permission to videotape. 1Is there objection?
Hearing no objection, permission is granted. Semator Joyce.
SENATOR JEBREMIAH JOYCE:

¥ell, Senator DelAngelis, no matter how you address tkhis,
it...your program still costs two and a half billion dollars
more. Now, somebody is getting that two and a half billion
idollars and it's not the guy who'!s out there laying concrete.
Two and a half billion dollars and after...what you're
talking about when you tip that balance doesn't even come on
the sceme till after twenty-five years. If you extend this
thing out for forty years, yes, you'll have more interest
in...coming in than you will have going out, but two and a
half billion dollars more this program costs the way you
people want to do it, and the only reason you want to do that
is the...for those reasons that I have already stated,
because you have a bunch of people you want bring in and let
them sit at the table and gobble up the State's money. The
bond counsel, the investment bankers and all those other
cronies that we've dealt with on transportation, on education
and when we passed the income +tax, those are the people
vwho...who benefited from that progran.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICRAS)

Senator DelAngelis,

SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Senator Joyce, you are totally discounting the proceeds
from those invesiments, and I challenge you to present those
nunbers side by side with our numbers, sir, and I will tell
‘you, and you can put them to anybody you want to, pick
somebody, provided they understand math. I challenge you to
put those numbers side by each.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
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Sena*or Joyce.
SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:

Well, let's vote on the thing.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Bloonm.

END OF REEL
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REEL #3

SENATOR BLOOM:

. Thank you, M¥r. President and fellow Senators. I've been
sitting here and listening to, I guess, this debate, trying
to divine what purpose the opposition would be to this amend-
ment, and, apparently, it boils down to this, that the
opposition is coalescing around something less than one per-
cent of a program and that's...that doesn't make any sense.
There is no reason why all fifty-nine Senators cannot and
should not...:there's no reason why we.,..shouldn®t be support-
‘ing this amendomen:t, and I...I really think that it...it does
not speak wvell for this Body to have this progras bogged down
in regional and partisan bickering. Ite...it...ve dont't look
good and ve're not doing the job we should be doing for our
coastituents. I would recommend that we all support this
amendment. Thank you.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? Senator Philip may close
the debate on the adoption of Amendment No. 1.

SENATOR PHILIP:

Yes, T...1 might remind you that the bonds will pay...be
paid off by the used car tax and the interest on bonds that
are made. In the long-rum, it'll save money and I suggest ve
support this amendment.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Philip moves the adoption of Amendment No. 1 to
House Bill 570. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those opposed
will vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who wish?
>Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that gques-
tion, the VYeas are 38, the Nays are 16, 4 voting Present.

Apendment No. 1 having received the constitutiomal mpmajority
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is declared adopted. Further amendments?
SECRETARY:

Committee Amendment No. 2.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Rock.

SENATOR ROCK:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. Committee Amendment No. 2 was our first offering if
you will, of a <=ceasonable, rational altermative to Build
Illinois. We have found and made some technical corrections
which will be offered in Amendment No. 3; therefore, I nmove
to Table Amendment No. 2...Committee Amendment No. 2.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

fou've heard the motion. Senator Rock moves to Table
Committee Amendment No. 2 to House Bill 570. Those in favor
indica*e by saying Aye. Those opposed. The Ayes have it.
The wmo*ion carries. Amendment No. 2 is Tabled. Any further
amendments?

SECRETARY:

Amendment No. 3 offered by Senator Rock.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Rock.

SENATOR ROCK:

Thank you, Mr. President, Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. Amendment No. 3 has been called the Besponsibly
Build Illinois Program. It effectively substitutes a fimanc-
ing mechanism other than that which the Goveramor proposed. I
wvant to make it perfectly clear that I have stated publicly
and also stated in committee that the amount of the prograsm,
one billion three hundred milliom, the current year's appro-
priation, two hundred and twenty-three milliomn and the cur-
rent fiscal year spending program are identical, they are
intact. The difference between the financing proposal con-

tained in Amendment No. 3 as...opposed to *hat contained in
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Amendment No. 1 is that Amendment No. 3 contains a
pay-as-you-go program. Amendment No., 3 will effectively put
into operation *he used car tax and call for that tax to be
funnelled into...or an equivaleace amount of sales tax to be
funnelled into the Besponsibly Build Illinois Program which
will be subject *to appropriation on an annual basis for the
next ten year's spending as opposed to the Governor's call
for the next eight years of spending. And the difference
is...the significant difference 1is that with the mechanisn
provided in Amendmen%t No. 3, we will not...we, the taxpayers
of Illinois, will not be incurring bonded indebtedness until
the year 2024. At the conclusion of ten years, we will have
one billion three hundred million dollars worth of projects
and they will have been paid for, and we wvwill not incur
bonded indebtedness until the year 2924. I think that's a
significant difference. We are committed, I am comnmitted to
Build Illinois, but I am committed to building it responsibly
and to not incur two billion three hundred million dollars
worth of fipancing charges, bond counsel fees and debt
service. It can be done another way. The programs, I'm sure
you're aware, that the Governor outlined that he wanted to
commit to in this fiscal year have already been adopted by
virtue of an amendment in the Appropriations Committee to
House Bill 563. So the spending level is identical as is the
appropriation level. What we are saying is, walk away for a
moment or take a step back for a moment of the individual
projects. Let's take a look a* the big picture, let?'s agree
that we ought to have one billion dollars worth of projects
over the next eight or ten years, how in the world are we
going to pay for +them? What the Governor is proposing is
that we incur additional bonded indebtedness, and what we are
proposing is that, yes, we-agree to these projects, and, yes,
we agree to the dollar amount but we're asking that we pay as

¥e go. And with the financing mechanism set up on Amendment
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No. 3, we can in fact pay as we go, and we have outlined and
presented a spending plan which is wvirtually identical to
that outlined by the Governor...or by the Bureau of the
Budget at least, and the levels of spending are the same and
the commitments in the main are the same. They're not a hun-
dred percent the same, certainly, that's what the legislative
process 1is about, but the fact 1is that those big ticket
items, the Central 1Illinois Expressway, Highway 51, the
spending called for wunder the Governor's proposal is iden-
tical to that which we call for under our proposal. But the
difference 1is...step back for a wmoment and reflect not on
individual projects, although those *hat have received high
priority wumnder his program receive high priority under our
program. The difference is, how do you pay for it? And we
are suggesting to the people of Illinois that just the same
as they do in their monthly allocation, we pay as we go and
wve do not subject our children and our grandchildren to debt
service for projects and programs that will be long gone once
they incur the bills. I urge adoption of Amendment No. 3.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Associated Press requests leave to take photos. 1Is there
objection? Hearing no objection, leave is granted. Senator
Carroll.

SENATOR CARROLL;

Thank you, Mr., President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. I rise in joining Sena*tor Bock in supporting Aaend-
ment No. 3 to responsibly, in fact, build Illinois; and I
think as we have developed this program what we have said is,
vhere you are asking someone other tham the taxpayer to pay
for the bonds, themn, yes, interest is an allowable payment
because it will pnot be a burden on future generations.
Where, 1like in housing, we have said that the borrower will
pay the principle and interest, yes, bonds do in fact pake

sense. The same is true in the area of some of the loan pro-
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grans that are created under the program and in some of the
coal areas where, in fact, the borrower will comamit to repay
interest and principle; but under the proposal that was pre-
sented to us in Amendment No. 1, we were talking about not
selling the bonds day one and making interest on them as has
been purported or at least alluded to, but over a five-year
period selling bonds and spending them over eight years.
Well, when we you 1look at the Governor's own revenue
projections, that is just so illogical because of the income
stream “hat all you could see is several billion dollars of
interest going to banks and bonding houses is the oanly bene-
£it of bondinrg Illinois as opposed to building Illinois. He
have proposed a pay-as-you-go, and if you 1look at the
bureau’s own estimates, it can be paid for in about mine and
a half years as opposed to the eight years of speading but
thirty-eight years of paying proposed by the Governor. To
lose a year and a half of spending to save almost thirty
years of interest clearly is the way to go, to pay as you go.
It has been proposed that if the tax stays on, and so far the
Governor has said nothing, but the tax stays on till the
bonds are paid, that by the time the bonds are paid, the
total taxes taken from the people of Illinois will be over
six billion dollars to do a program that costs a billion
three. Taxpayers don't want to pay that kind of money except
for a legitimate program. Why, do you know that by the turn
of the century, the year 2000, if you go pay-as-you-go you
.could be into the third program of a billion three; you could
have already paid for the first billion three, paid for the
second billion three and started a third billion three before
you got Lo the year 2000. You could have five of them com-
pleted by the time his bonds were paid off, but it would be
in programs not in interest payments, not in finance charges.
We will in fact appropriate more uader a pay-as-you-go plan

the first year than tha* proposed by the Governor, and we
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will in fact spend in a mere eighteen months longer than he
has proposed without burdening future generatioms vith unnec-
essary taxes merely, merely to pay interest. If in fact we
are borrowing it all day one and spending it day one the
answer would be different but we're not, he has not proposed
that nor has anyone else. He has said spend out over eigh*
and we're saying it could take nine and a half but look at
what you save, seven hundred and fifty dollars a family a
year is saved in unnecessary taxes. People do nmot ask us to
come here to tax them to death. They do agree that we have
to have taxes to pay for government services but not to pay
banks and not to pay bond houses, pay as you go.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Philip.
SENATOR PHILIP:

Have a guestion of the sponsor.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

He indicates he’ll yield.
SENATOR PHILIP:

Yeah, are there any bonds in the so-called pay-as-you-go
program?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

+»».would you repeat that question, Senator Philip?
SENATOR PHILIP:

Are there any bonds at all in the pay-as-you-go program?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Rock.
SENATOR ROCK:

Yes.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Philip.
SENATOR PHILIP:
. Interesting, how many?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
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Senator Carroll wishes to ansver that.
SENATOR CARROLL:

Thank you, Mr. President. As I identified in my remarks,
Senatof Philip, had you been listeaning, is that we did sug-
gest that where the borrower is paying back principle and
interest which would be the IDFA type, the large and small
loan program and the coal program, that in fact they were
going to be paying...the borrower not the taxpayer, were
going to paying...they would in fact be there in the first
year, if I vrecall, it is forty-eight million dollars that
would be under a borrower-paid-for bond program and we've
agreed to that. We think that that makes sense, someome
other tham the taxpayers would in fact be paying the interest
and principle back.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Rock.

SENATOR ROCK:

Thank you, #r. President. Specific answver, Senator
Philip, we have agreed to one billion dollars additional for
the Illinois Housing Development Authority, so yes, indeed,
that's part of the program. ®e have also by virtue of Amend-
ment No., 3 are calling for and under Amendment No. 4 will be
calling for roughly three hundred million dollars worth of
additional bond authority to cover the Industrial
Coal...Utilization Program, the Small and Large Business Loan
Program, the 1Incubator Facility Program, the Public
Infrastructure Loan and Grant Program, roughly, three hundred
million plus the billion for IHDA.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Philip.

SENATOR PHILIP:

-..thank you, Mr. President. We're talking about a gquar-

ter of a billion dollars in bonds, is that not correct?

Who's...who's going to buy this paper? I've been told that



Page 75 - June 24, 1985

you're going *to have a very, very difficult time selling that
amount of bonds.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Senator Rock.
SENATOR ROCK:

Well, if we're going to have difficulty, think of the
kind of difficulty you're going to have *cause yours is twice
as big as ours.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Philip.

SENATOR PHILIP:

Well, ve have a revenue stream, we have been to New York
to the bonding companies. We'll be able *o0 sell these bonds.
Have you been there?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator ROCKe.

SENATOR ROCK:

No, but I'll be willing to go with you. MKy program is
better than yours, I'1ll tell you that flat out.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Further discussion? Senator DelAngelis.
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Well, I think a couple of...thank you, Mr. President. A
couple of points have to be made clear. Yes, future gener-
ations will pay for this but not with their money, with the
money that we have raised, not with the money they will have
to be raising and there’s a big difference. It is pay later
but it's collect now. And, Senator Carroll, I'm really sur-
prised because our version is really the wholesale version,
yours 1is the retail. You're going to pay more for those
projects and really have less momney, and I'a really surprised
but...let me point out one thing to the Body, you know, in
biology we 1learned that a cockroach has a memory of a half

hoar. The Illinois Senate has a memory of about two months.
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Let me point out to you, Senate Bill 160 which flew out of
here 52 to 3, sponsored by Semator Welch, Senator Holmberg
and Senator Zito. It created 412.7 million dollars worth of
bonding to build U.S. 51. Now, what was so bad two months
agos..was s0 good two months ago suddenly has become so bad.
You know, I...I really think what we're arquing here is not
substance, because what think is going on here is a polit-
ical battle and it's not nev to the General Assembly, but we
ought not to be playing political battles with substantively
large dollars, particularly when we're talking about projects
that we have all been wanting to see accomplished for a long
time. T urge the defeat of this amendment.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Holmberg.
SENATOR HOLMBERG:

Thank you, Hr. President. I rise in support of Amendment
No. 3. It's one thing, and I gladly do that, to vote in a
school referendum to build a school for both my childrem and
grandchildren out of taxes that I will pay for. 1It's another
thing when I <choose privately to buy a tree and plant it,
that fifty years from now will be enjoyed by those same
descendants, but I'm very uncomfortable in mortgaging Illi-
nois' future to such a great extent as has been proposed in
the previous amendment. I do not wish to vote for the extent
of projects that have been suggested only to be...paid off by
bonds that ay grandchildren who are not even born yet will
have to pay for thirty-eight yeaczs from now. Think of how
old you will be thirty-eight years from now, fellow Senators.
#ill you be around to be paying that bill? That, I...I1 state
for all of you, is taxation without representation.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Keats.
SENATOR KEATS:

I rise in an interesting position, I'm against both of
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your amendments., For those of us who are not part of +he
Governor's staff or part of...of...of Attorney General
Hartigan's staff, for those of us in the middle who have read
it, have you ever noticed that neither plam is all that good?
What the Democrats are saying about the Governor's plan, I
hate to admit it, happens to be factual, but, you know, what
our guys are saying about the Democrat plam happens to be
factual too. What would it take to get our leadership just
to back off for a day or two and 1let's put a plan that
doesa't stick it to the entire State? The Build Illinois is
a great idea, both of these financing plans, one is grossly
political, the other is outrageously expensive. Either way
you look at it, I don't kmow about you gquys, but I'm just
going to sit here and not vote and say, hey, good luck fel-
lows, but you are not serving a lot of what I would consider
the constituents you and I are concerned with. Re do do a
very good job of taking care of some very wealthy lawyers in
Chicago and when...when Jeremiah was saying, you know, we're
going to pay off some of these bond counsel guys, they aren't
our guys. Those aren't Republican 1lawyers, I'm not - sure
there are many Republican lawyers, but it isn't our guys who
are getting that money. Maybe we all ought to sit back and
just say, fellows, the first two drafts don®t work, why don't
we try a third draft.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Bloomn.
SENATOR BLOOM:

Several other priors, but that was a tough act to follow
whatever...whatever the point was, The.s..0f the prior
speaker. Two =hings; one, there's an irony here and that is
that, frankly, the other side of the aisle are making, if you
will, Republican speeches and not doing it particularly well.
But one thing that has...we ought to focus on on this partic-

plar amendment is *hat the way it's structured, ithe State
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would be dipping into general revenue, thirty, forty million
dollars a year and that is taking money away from other pro-
grams. As a practical matter, I don't believe that this
serves any purpose...this particular amendment serves any
‘pucpose other than to make political points, arnd for that
reason, I believe that we really should reject it entirely,
both sides of the aisle. Thank you.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Weaver,
SENATOR WEAVER:

¥ell, thank you, Mr. President. I was just going to ask
Senator Rock if it's true that under your program you're
going to be pledging thirty amd forty million dollars of gen-
eral revenue funds to this progranm.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Rock.,
SENATOR ROCK:
‘ I'm glad you asked, the answer is no, but I will also
point out that Amendment No. 1 calls for that eventuality aad
has, in fact, specific provision for dipping into GRF, we do
not.
PéESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
. Senator Weaver,
SERATOR WEAVER:

Well, what is your revenue stream to handle the bonding
other than im the housing IHDA area?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Rock.

SENATOR ROCK:

Well, other than the housing IHDA area, we're...we're
talking about the Illinois...Development Finance Authority.
‘uore than that, we are shoring it up with +he authority to
borrow from the Tourism Fusad.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
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Senator Weaver.
SENATOR WEAVER:

Well, that...that really is GRF funds, Senator Rock.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Rock.

SENATOR WEAVER:

That'S.s.
SENATOR ROCK:

Now, lex De...let ne just say
noW,e.syoU're.csyou’resneI...I understand the...the reason
for your question and...and hear me out, He are suggesting
that...that there is in fact a surplus under the configura-
tion of +the Tourism Fund as we have configured it in Amend-
ment No. 3, apd we afford the Appropriations Committee the
opportunity to dip into that fumd in the event it beconmes
necessary. We do not put it at the same level which Amend-
ment No. 1 had it. <You had it kind of as the second priority
to draw against that fund, first priority being the debt
service from McCormick Place., We have placed it at the
bottom of the list so that it is after McCormick Place debt
service, it...it is after the downstate parks and conser-
vation rehabilitation. It is after all those priorities that
other General Assemblies have already set and, iandeed, you
are technically correct that whatever surplus there is in the
Tourism Fund as we currently enjoy a surplus of some tweniy-
eight to thirty million dollars, that is subject to the
transfer to the General Revenue Fund. So to that techni-
cal...you...technically, you are correct, but the point is
that we are not authorizing any immediate dip into GRF. We
are suggesting legislatively that if there is to be a...if
there is a...an immediate short fall, that we will afford the
authority to borrow from the Tourism Pund and farther afford
the authority +o pay back or the responsibility to pay back

into that fund at the end of the spending progranm.
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PRESIDING OFFPICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Weaver.

SENATOR WEAVER:

W¥ell, I just might point out that tha* so-called surplus
of twenty, thirty million dollars has already been allocated
in those appropriation bills before us now such as education.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Netsch.

SENATOR NETSCH:

Thank you. If I might direct a slightly different...not
line of questioning but maybe a couple of guestions. Let me
.just say at the outset, I am strongly comnitted to
pay-as-you-go. Even a so-called big spending north Chicago
liberal like me has always though*t that funding most of State
Government by bonding these days is one of the most
devdstating and long-range disas*rous things that we have
thought up over recent years and so I'm...I am not committed
to that at all. I think the way we are doing it is respon-
sible and, you know, we're...we're now at a point where in
terms of the...the fiscal feasibility of the two basic pro-
grams, 1it's sort of yes, you cam; no, Yyou can't, I
mean,...ve're just not even talking about the same figures
anymore. We're right and you're wrong and that just simply
states it that way, but one thing that I am curious about is,
particularly in 1light of the fact that this is coming from
what purports to be the conservative side of the
aisle,...what, Senator Philip, because it is basically your
bill and this relates to *his amendment, what will be the
bonded indebtedness that will be issued? Are they bonds that
will be issued each year by the State of Illinois under your
proposal which would not be true if this amendment were
passed?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Philip.
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SENATOR PHILIP:

The first year would be about eighty million and it...we
would build it up until we got *o0 the...the point...spread
across eight years, but the first year would be about eighty
million.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Netsch.

SENATOR NETSCH:

Yeah, after that, the...the second year, the third year,
the fourth year and thereafter?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Mandeville...

SENATOR NETSCH:

What are you building up to is what I'm trying to get at?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

«e.<Senator Mandeville...Senator Philip.

SENATOR PHILIP:

About average probably a hundred and sixty million
dollars a year for eight years.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Netsch.

SENATOR NETSCH:

Now, that, of course, adds...and I assume that is on top
of the average three hundred and fifty million dollars in
general obligation bonds that we are currently issuing and
have been issuing for the 1last several years. You are
waving, is that not correct?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Philip.

SENATOR PHILIP:

It*s a completely different 1issue with a dedicated
revenue stream, Senator.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Netsch.
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SENATORBR NETSCH:

Indeed, that's the point I'm leading up to. I recognize
that it is a so-called dedicated bond and a dedicated bond
fund. I guess my...the next part of my gquestion is...because
we do in fact issue about three hundred and fifty million
dollars of GOs which is considered within a reasonable range
for a...a state the size of Illinois. VYou're talking about
now an average of another hundred and sixty wmillion during
the life of this. Given the fact that a premium clearly will
be paid and it's estimated to be...1.25 premium for dedicated
fund bonds as opposed to geoneral obligation bonds, why at the
very least didn't you go in that direction rather than with a
sort of bond which is mnot full faith...at least purports not
to be full faith and credit and, therefore, will...come in at
a much higher fiqure? I just don't really understand why
that makes sense rather than what we are trying to do in
Anendment No. 3.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Philip.

SENATOR PHILIP:

Short~term bonds, Senator, will...will give us a lower
rate. Now, I'm afraid you're absolutely wrong. Also, of
course, the Governor's staff has been to New York to the
bonding houses. WeseosWe'll haves.,.still will have aw..I'm
led to believe a triple A bond rating and this is all withino
the range of our industrial State.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Netsch.

SENATOR NETSCH:

Well, I've never understood why it was not possible for
the State to issue shor*er term bonds even under its full
faith and c¢redit bonding, and, indeed, there are those that
have been proposing that to the administration, to the Bureau

of the Budget and to anyone else who would 1listen for sone
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period of time. There are many of us who think that it is an
advantage to be able to issue the short-term bonds, but there
is no reason why that cannot be done even under the existing
set of conditions. Are you responding to that now?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Philip.,
SENATOR PHILIP:

Yeah. It...it's interesting, Senator Netsch, I have the
roll call on Senate Bill 160, which were...you know,
vere...were bonds %o build 51 which there was no dedicated
revenue stream whatsoever. Now, that really, really confuses
me. She voted Aye. Now we turn around, have some bonds to
build Illinois with a dedicated revenue stream and you want
to vote No, you really have thoroughly confused ne.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENAT(.)R SAVICKAS)

««sSenator Netsch.

SENATOR NETSCH:

Well,...unless I am greatly mistaken, the bonds that were
to be issued for the long-term:road project, Route 51, which
clearly should have been issued probably when...Jim Thompson
first became Governor, although he kept vetoing the project
year after year after year, are going to paid for with the
full faith and credit of the State of Illinois which is
exactly hovw they...they ought to be paid for. Let me suggest
lone other thing, it ssems to me that whait is being done here
is the most expensive way of doing...of accelerating projects
which would have been done eventually and should be done,
many of them on an accelerated basis, but what you have
chosen is the @most costly wvay to do it. And I suspect the
only reason why you've done it that way is, one,
you...vweren't creative enough to see that it could be done on
a pay-as-you-go basis, which we have done; and secondly, you
chose not to use general obligation bonds, because the only

thing Jim Thompson has campaigned for on for the last several
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years 1is his triple A bond rating, and if you added another
average hundred and sixty million dollars of general obli-
gation bonds there is a chance, I don't...I'm not convinced
it would happen, but there at least is a possibility that the
State would lose its triple A bonding rating, and if that
happens, then down goes Jim Thompson's house of cards, and it
seems +to me that...that what we are saying, is that there is
a more responsible, long-range, cheaper way of doing it.
We...,our side has come up with one way of doing that, it can
be done on a pay-as-you-go basis. If you don't like our way,
then we challenge you to come up with something that is
better than the most costly way of doing it, which is exactly
what you are doing right now.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Kelly Morgan of WEEK-TV Channel 25 seeks permission to
videotape. Hearing no objection, permission is granted.
Senator Philip.

SENATOR PHILIP:

I...1 just...might make this observation, Senator Netsch.
#e keep issuing GO bonds in Illinois, we will not have a
triple A bond rating. 1It's going to cost every taxpayer in
.the State of Illinois in the long-run more money. You will
pay a higher rate of interest.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Poshard.

SENATOR POSHARD:

Thank you, Mr. President, Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate, I'd just like to poini out a couple of things that I
have encountered in conversa*tions with my people dovwn in the
district over the financing of Build Illinois. 1I'll tell you
what the folks back home are worried about. First of all,
they®re worried about the Federal deficit which continues to
grow and vhich they know eventually is going to be paid for

out of taxpayers' money and taxpayers®! pockets. Secondly,
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they're worried about the cutbacks in Pederal funding of
local and State projects which we know we're going to have to
pick up somewhere along the line, which is additional monies
coming out of their pocket. They know that we're talking
about a reform education movement in this State which is
going to cost by conservative estimates another three huadred
million dollars a year, which they're going to have to pick
up out of their pockets in some form of taxation. They know
that we already have a large interest payment on outstanding
indebtedness in this State which they have to continually
pick up out of their pocke:. I can't understand and I don't
believe that they can understand how we can now ask the tax-
payers* of this State to pick up an additional indebtedness
of 2.5 billion dollars over a period of some thirty odd years
when there is a mechanism for funding this program which does
not dilute what the Governor is trying to do in building or
rebuilding the infrastructure of this State but simply
presents what I would consider to be a more feasible way of
doing it to save +the taxpayers'! money. In view of these
things which the people on the street are concerned about, I
think that we should go with this amendment. I think it’s
the best way to go and I...it has my full support, and I
wvould ask the members of this Body to support it.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Hall.
SENATOR HALL:

Thank you, Mr...that's my...
SENATOR CARROLL:

Try again...tTy now.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Get back to your own mike, Senator. We just had sonme
amateurs working with the dials.
SENATOR HALL:

I...I see.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Nonunion.
SENATOR HALL:

I thought nmy old friend over there was sending me a mes-
sage. I*ll...with that, I'1l...I'11 be very brief. I'm
fully support this amendment and what I would be saying was
just be reiterating what had been said, but it's just makes
sense to pay as you go. And I just want to read you some-
thing bhere from the Belleville News Democrat and that's a
paper in my area, and here it says, "The Democrat controlled
Senate Executive Coammittee has remodeled Governor James R.
Thompson's plan tb borrow 1.3 billion for the Build 1Illinois
Program," It says here, "It's difficult to understand the
necessity of long-term funding of the project. Over a
period of years the 1.3 billion project is not an
astrononical sum; under the Rock plan, the program would be
coapleted in eleven years, Thompson plan would be finished in
eight years. The three-year difference is not a big deal;
however, the Democrats are retaining Thompson...calling for a
five percent tax on private use...the committee prior to
unveiling the Governor's spending program earlier this year,
Illinois has a tax supported deb:t of 3.4 billion. Financing
.and buiiding Illinois wunder the Governor®s program with
expanded debt to 2.3 billion, borne by Illinois should be
curtailed or we could end up like the Federal Goveranmeat up
to our neck in debt."™ The right course is pay as we go, aand
I fully support that. We should adopt Amendment 3.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Schaffer.
SENATOR SCHAFFER:

Well, I suspect we could debate endlessly but I
have...frankly, bhave a...a concern over the sort of
pay-as-you-go, it's...I guess it*s not quite pay~as-you-go

anymore, this version is pay the go part of the way and bond
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part of the way, and my major concerns, I guass, ace that we
extend it over a period of years, extend some projects such
as Route 51, which I guess 1is nearest and dearest to ny
heart, and we...we put it really out of the realm of sone-
thing +that's going to do...going to be done to something
that's going to be done over such a time period that one has
‘to seriously question whether it®ll ever be done. Frankly,
that's how most of the people in my part of the +sworld feel
about 51, they don't believe we're serioas about it. and I
think that that's a mistake, but the thing that really con-
cerns me is that this proposal dips into the general fund and
we are find ourselves using general fund revenue for what is
‘basically a capital program. We find concrete coapeting with
mental health and public aid and if...pardon @me, Senator
Hall, if I can steal your phrase, feeding the hungry and
clothing the naked, I don't know if I pronounced that cor-
rectly. But when that program, if it were to fly and I don't
think it Wwill, got 1into creation and people realize the
delay, the pressure on general fund revenue would increase
baimost daily, and the program will either collapse under its
own weight because of the time lags oOr...or we would find
this mwmomey for concrete coming out of the public aid budget
and the mental health budget and the education budget, and I
would suggest people ought to think about that a little bit
that are...care about those budgets *cause that's where the
big dollars are. How many people aren't we going to feed?
How many deserving people aren't going to get mental health
services? How many rapists are we going to let out of prison
early? We ought to think about that a little.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS) ¢

Now, we'll proceed to our Senators that seek Qecond
recognition. We have Senator Bloonm.
SENATOR BLOOHNM:

Yeah, I don't normally rise twice but this is so awful.
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Yfou're really playing around and if...you don't have the
numbers, you haven't given us the numbers, you haven't give
the media the numbers on your approach, and I guess you think
if you just keep repeating the phrase pay as you go over and
over again that you can ge* by with it, but as a practical
matter, you are doing bonding, and as a practical matter, if
this were such a great idea, you'd have been on a plane and
gone ouat to New York to sell the boamding part of it. And as
a practical matter, you have conceded during the discussion
of this debate that it is, "technically correct" that you're
going to be into general revenue to thirty or forty million a
year, and it seems to me that this not a responsible way to
go. And <the analysis <that is available to everyone else
shows that you won't get that much completed, and it seens
that in the final days of this Session that we really ought
to stop clowning around and that we all ought to get
together “*cause there are projects in here for all of us.
And we do need to rebuild the infrastructure of the State,
there's no doubt about i, but this is just clowning around
and I think it's unfortuna*e and it doesntt reflect well on
this Senate. Thank you.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Carroll,
SENATOR CAEROLL:

Thank you, Mr. President. Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate, just a couple of coaments if I could. One is on the
funding mechanism and in lieu of a sixty-one percemt increase
in bonded indebtedness, which was the way the bill was pre-
sented to us by the Governor, a sixty-omne percemt increase in
bonded indeb*edness, and in lieu of making it a higher prior-
.ity in wha* had been +he Tourism Fund, the thing to which the
hotels and the motels had agreed to taxes, the soda pop tax
was dedicated to, in lieu of saying that first you pay off

McCormick Place, then you pay off Build Illinois bonds, then
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if there's money left, the tourism grants, the tourism adver-
tising and the downstate parks will get paid. That's the way
the Governor proposed it and those people who supported the
tourism grants, who supported the tourism advertising or who
supported the rebuilding of the State parks throughout this
State would find themselves suddenly behind the Build I1l1li-
nois bond issue, so that if in fact the taxes generated by
used car sales did not produce enough money, there goes
downstate parks, tourism grants and tourism advertising. I
don't think that's a good idea. In lieu of that we have
said those stay secure, any surplus in the Tourism Fand would
augment the same exact sales tax transfer that the Governor
had proposed to build on a pay-as-you-go plan. Senator
8loom, that's not +true what you've said, and maybe they
didn't want ‘o tell you, *he numbers have been distributed,
the charts and graphs have been distributed. They're all
over the State, they're all over the building, they were for
any member who wished o read them. Unlike the Office of the
Governor, we have in fact put out spending plans and appro-
priation plans, and one of the things we've shown is the
difference between how long taxpayers*® will pay. And one of
things we've shown is how quickly in fact the spending will
.be and how quickly in fact the programs can go, and I repeat
again, that by using this mechanism and allowing those who
had agreed to hotel-motel *tax, soda pop tax going for tourism
and parks and to those who believe that it is better to do it
with no more than...n0o more than an eighteen month lag in
wvhat would have been an eight-year program but pay as you go,
then this amendment should be adopted.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator DelAngelis.
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Well, without bea*ing a dead horse, your plan is not the

cheapest. It 1is, in fact, the most expemsive. It is pay as
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you go but ours is invest now and pay later which is not
mortgaging the future but in fact assuring that at the end of
this plan, we will have 1.1 billion dollars more to spend,
and if *hat is stealing from your childrem and mortgaging
your future, I would like to be doirg it every day. If any-
.thing, your plan is in fact stealing from the £future. When
you take away from the education of young children or takiag
care of those people in mental institutions, that is in fact
stealing £from the future; amd I think, Senator Carroll, you
‘saw...I saw those pretty pictures too bat I sav no explana-
tions and I <can sit there and make those graphs up all day
long. This is what we're going to +*take in, this is what
We're going *“o spend. It doesn't iake much work to do that
but vhat you haven't...what you haven't done is compare the
revenue streams from both programs.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Joyce.
SENATOE JEREMIAH JOYCE:

Thank you, Mr. President. I assume when you all went off
to New York, whoever wenZ off to New York, with...talk to
the...the people in Nevw York...assume...the doctor...the good
doctor Went along or instructed someone, mpaybe
IueayOUsaeYOUswsyou could help me ont on this. I asked you,
Senator Philip, with respect to the bonds, 3if there were
insufficien*t funds available from the used car tax, if there
would be some other sources, and I would 1like to read the
language of House Bill 568 which was the Boand Act, and if you
would explain to me...Doctor Bob told me...

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

For what purpose...for what purpose Senator Philip arise?
SENATOR PHILIP:

«..wWell, a point of order, Nr. President, we're on amend-
ment...

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
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Sta*e your point.
SENATOR PHILIP:

sseWe're on Senator Rock’s Amendment No. 3...
PRESIDING OFPICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

And Senator Joyce...

SENATOR PHILIP:

...and we should be discussing that.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

«seSenator Joyce seems to be addressing that in his own
fashion. Senator...Senator Joyce.
SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:

Well, this will just take a minute and I...and I...I...I
think I can understand why you don't want me to get into
this; but as long as Mandeville is on the Floor and we are, I
suppose, making legislative intent, you could just give me a
simple yes or no answer on what this statement means, MNr.
#Handeville, through your surrogates over there. 0On page 58
in 1line 31, it says, "And further provided that if in any
fiscal year *he Tax Act amount plus the aggregate of the
monies paid into the Build Illinois Fund pursuant to Section
3-1001 of the Illinois Vehicle Code as amended shall be less
than the annual specified...amount as here and after defined,

an amouant equal to the difference shall be paid into the
Build Illinois Fund from other monies received by the depart-
ment pursuant to the Tax Acts. The annual specified amounts
means the amount specified below for Piscal Years 1986
through 1332.° I assume that this information was given to
the people of New York. Are you saying that...would you tell
me what that means if it doesn't mean what I've earlier said
I think it means?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Philip.

SENATOR PHILIP:

Thank you, very much, you're making our point for us. It
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sets absolutely the amount.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR
Senator Joyce.

SENATOR JEBREMIAH JOYCE:
No...no more tham what,

to you is, that...but if

available,

tax, my understanding of this is that you go *o

sources.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR
Senator Philip.

SENATOR PHILIP:
The...the point is,

amount of the bonds.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR

Senator Joyce.

SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:

We both agree on that, there's no

What I am asking you is what

of this language 1is that

available from the used car tax to meet the obligations

suant *o the issuance

there

it
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That is the limit, no more.

SAVICKAS)

Senator Neisch says. What I say

are not sufficient funds

if you do not get these amounts from the used car

these other

SAVICKAS)

sets the absolute limit of the

SAVICKAS)

question about that.

other sources? My understanding
if there is insufficient funds

pur-

of these bonds, are these funds then

going to be derived from other taxes?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR
Senator Philip.
SENATOR PHILIP:
Absolutely not. The
nev...the used car tax,

SAVICKAS)
source of the funds are the
and if you don't have enough, you

don't issue any more bonds, and ve've been over this point I

don*'t know how many times.
PRESIDING OFFICER:

Senator Joyce.
SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:

Senator,...Senator

Philip,...for

(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

the record, Mr.
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Mandeville is standing there whispering in your ear, so that
ve understand this, Tax Acts contained on page 59 of 568 on
line 3,...the departmen* pursuant to the Tax Acts, what does
Tax Acts mean? Are you saying Tax Acts means only the used
car tax?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Philip.
SENATOR PHILIP:

eeswWell, I...I'm afraid the Senator 1is confused, we're
ON.++0R...0Dn Bill 570, 568 was held in committee.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Joyce,

SENATOR JEREMIAHR JOYCE:

Did you tell *he people in New York that if these bonds
were issued and there were insufficient revenues available
from the uased car tax that there would be other taxes that
they could rely on for the bonds to be satisfied?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOB SAVICKAS)

Senator Philip.

SENATOR PHILIP:

Absolutely not, it was specified to the exact 1limits of
the law.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Joyce.

SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:

That's...this...this law is what we are talking about,
this...these words, "Tax Act." Re are +told here...we are
told on this side by people who have looked at this that
this...*hat what you are saying is inaccurate.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Senator Philip.
SENATOR PHILIP:
The...the limits are forty million, sixty wmillion, et

cetera, absolutely the limit.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Joyce.

SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:

You know, we understand the issue. You...if you don't
want to answver the question, then....th2n say you do not wish
to answer the question. I'm asking you what the word
tax...vwhat the words "Tax Acts" mean on that line.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Philip.

SENATOR PHILIP:

Well, I...I can read off to you the limits if you so
desire. 1986, forty milliom; 1987, sixty million; 1988,
seventy million; 1383, eighty million; 1330, ninety million;
1931, a hundred wmillion; 1392, a hundred and ten mil-
lion;... 1993, excuse me, 113,5 milliom; 1994, 113.5 million;
1995, the same way all the way till year 200.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Joyce.

SENATOR JERENIAH JOYCE:

-e-.¥e all...ve all understand tha%t, Senator Philip,
the...back to the threshold question. If you all of a sudden
find out that there are insufficient revenues available from
the used car tax, everybody decides to keep their car. Okay?
They don't...we don't sell as many cars that year for what-
ever reason and the bonds have already been sold, okay? Have
you told...or did the Governor's people tell the people in
New York that these words "Tax Acts"™ on line 3, on page 59
would allow the State to go after other sources of revenue to
redeem these bonds?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Senator Philip.
SENRATOR PHILIP:
Well,...that's in <the law, it's the absolute limit, you

just simply do not sell the bond. Now, I've said i%* <three
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times, I will say it again.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Joyce.

SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:

Well,...if you don't want to answer the question, you
should just say that. If you want *o stand here and haggle
for <the next half hour over what the words "Tax Acts" mean,
we can do that. We are...we are on the record, this is
information that is part of the record for the financial com-
munity, those people who are going to buy these bonds. I'm
asking youn again, if you sell bonds, after the bonds have
been sold, you have insufficient revenue because of the
projections on the used car tax being inaccurate, can the
State +then go under this language Tax Acts...can the state
then go to other sources of revenue o redesem the bhonds?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Philip.

SENATOR PHILIP:

es«you realize you have to make your case before you sell
your bond. ©Now you know that, we all know that.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Joyce.

SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:

That...that’s what I'm telling you, *hat's what I'm
saying. Did you use the word...did you put the word "Tax
Acts®™ in this in order to make your case to sell the bonds?
Did you go +to the people in New York...not you, I don'*t
assume that you went, but the Governor's people went to the
people of New York and said here is the language that will
protect you in case we do not get enough revenue from the
used car tax?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Philip.

SENATOR PHILIP:
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But we woulda't sell anymore bond. Now, I've said that,
I'1l1 say it again.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

»ssSenator Joyce. Senator Luft.
SENATOR LUFT:

Thank you, ¥r. President. I wonder if Senator Philip
would respond to a gquestion, please?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Philip.

SENATOR LUFT:

Let me...let me paint a hypothetical or a scenario here
and maybe we can get an answer out of this. We have sold, we
being the State of Illinois, X amount of bonds im 1985 and
1386. That is an indeb%edness that we have to pay off. Now,
let's say that debt is five hundred thousand dollars a year
.and the tax that is generated from the used car sales is four
hundred thousand dollars a year. Where does the other one
hundred thousand dollars come from to pay the debt that has
already been incurred by the sale of bonds? Does it conme
from the General Revenue Fund?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Philip.

SENATOR PHILIP:

It 1is a transfer from the ROTX, limited by law to speci-

fied amounts.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Senator Luft,

SENATOR LOFT:

Is the ROTX the General Revenue Fund?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Philip.

SENATOR PHILIP:
Never gets to the General Fund, it's sales tax.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
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Senator Luft.
SENATOR LUFT:

Now, wait a minute,...vait a...wait a minute...all right,
then let me ask you -his...let me just ask you this then.
If, in fact, we are one hundred thousand dollars short on
paying our indebtedness from the used car tax, you have just
told me then we will go to the sales tax to pay off the rest.
llm I correct?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Philip.

SENATOR PHILIP:

You can't go above the specified amount, it goes right in
to Build Illinois.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Luft.

SENATOR LUFT:

Yfou know, Nr. President, I think there's fifty-eight of
us here that know what we're talking about and what we're
trying to get out here. #He are not talking about the bonding
limit *hat exists, we are talking about the indebtedness that
we have already incurred. What I'm saying is we have a bill
out here and we ove money...to pay this bill, and if the
money from the used car tax is not there to pay the bill,
what are we going to use in lieu of that *o pay the bill?
That*s all I want to know.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Philip.

SENATOR PHILIP:

Well, that...that situation cannot happen, no financial
advisor would...would.,..would allow that to happen.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

- Senator Luft.
SENATOR LUFT:

Then everybody that you talked to in New York at the bond
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house is convinced that we can incur the indebtedness that
ve...you have proposed in your scenario, that the used car
tax is going to pay every bond from hezre %o eternity that is
going to be issued under this program. Am I correct?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Philip.
SENATOR PHILIP:

A...percent of the sales tax.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
A Senator Luft.
SENATOR LUFT:

Forget it.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator D'Arco.
SENATOR D'ARCO:

Gee, I'm sure everybody is enjoying this esoteric discus-
sion about finances in the State of Illinois, but as a more
practical matter, I would like to ask the President of the
Senate a question if I might, Mr. President.

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

He indicates he'll yield.

SENATOR D'ARCO:

Phil, in your...in the bill, all the applications for
loans, whether they're small loans or egquity loans or 1large
loans for small and large businesses, the application for the
loan is eventually submitted to DCCA by the Illinois Develop-
ment Finance Authority, but DCCA doesn*'t get the opportunity
to approve *he interest rate or the terms of the loan. They
can make a recommendation as to what it should be but ulti-
mately that decision is made by the department. Now, the
problem I have...I can see some inter interagency jealousy
going on here, and wouldn': it be more feasible to just let

DCCA have the authority to approve the interest rate and the

terms of the loans? I think that would probably...you knos,



Page 33 - June 24, 1385

expedite whatever...I can see some small businessman calling
me and asking me how he applies, and then three years down
the road, I'm still *trying to get this guy a loan because the
departments haven't decided whether to allow him to have this
loan or not.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Sena<or Rock.
SENATOR ROCK:

Yes, thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of
the Senate. Senator D'Arco, you are correct...and it...it
was an attempt on our part in...in BAmendment No. 3 to strike
some immediate...accommoda“ion between the plan that the
House bhad proffered when they sent the bill back o us. The
House literally took those programs and transferred them fronm
any...from DCCA...from the Depariment of Conmerce and Conm-
munity Affairs over to +the Illinois Development Finance
Authority. What we have done is attempt at least to...to
keep the Department of Commerce and Community Affairs in con-
trol so that they would be the department that works with and
nakes the recommendations for eligibility to the Developmeant
Finance Authority. So,...but you are correct, it...it is not
the sole, exclusive jurisdiction at the moment of either one
of those agencies,

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator D'Arco.

SENATOR D'ARCO:

Well, IT...I hope this is worked out in a Conference
Conmittee where I assume this bill is going, because if it
doesn't, no one is going home, That's for sure, Nr. Presi-
dent, and I hope that's worked out to everyone's satisfac-
tion. Thank you.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Netsch.

SENATOR NETSCH:
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Thank you. Senator Philip, just listen a moment. If on
the last business day of any month in which bonds are out-
standing, o-u-t-s-t-a-n-d-i-n-g, outstanding, pursuant to the
Build Illinois Bond Act, the aggregate of the monies depos-
ited in the Build Illinois Bond Account in the Build Illinois
Pund in such month shall be less than the amount required to
be transferred in such wmonth from the Build Illinois Bond
Account,...this gets a little confused, to the Build Illinois
Bond Retirement...and Interest Fund, an amount equal to such
deficiency shall be immediately paid from other mnmonies
received by the departmen:, pursuant %o the Tax Acts (else-
where identified as all of the Sales Tax Acts) to the Build
Illinois Fund. Now, either it is or it ism't.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Philip,

SENATOR PHILIP:

But by definition, there cam be no raid on the General
Revenue Fund, specific limited amount.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator DelAngelis.

SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Well, maybe I <could explain this in more street terams.
We are not talking about a crap game here, we're not talking
about where you bet on the come. VYou bet on what you haven't
had and at no time...a*t not time do your expenditures exceed
your revenues. So the case that you*re building doesn't
exist. Now you want to set up all these hypotheses, thatt's
fine, but those hypotheses are not in fact coincidemtal with
the way the last amendment read. If you turn around and say,
oh yeah, if you're going to spend all this much money and do
all this bonding, fine, you're probably right. But that's
not what the amendment read and no time...and if you would
read the projections on it, you would see that you're creat-

ing a scenario that doesn't exist. So the man can't answer
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your question because we're not shooting c¢raps here, vwe're
playing with reality.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Senator Bloon.
SENATOR BLOOM:

I'd 1like to point out to the Body that we spent about
approximately the last half an hour...you have spent approxi-
mately the last half an hour cross-examining Senator Philip,
while we've been allegedly discussing Senator Rock's amend-
ment.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

If there's no further discussion, Senator Rock may close.
SENATOR ROCK:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. I'm also delighted that we had an explanation of the
Peoria Journal Star editorial from Senator Bloom, I was a
little %taken back by his remarks but I see now the source.
Allow me just to say in...in defense of Amendment No. 3, the
point that we were attempting to make is that we have said
in...in unequivocal terms, yes, we are in favor of Build
Illinois; yes, we are in favor of one billion +three hundred
million dollars worth of projects, and, I, too, have the
Build Illinois Committee brochure and 1literally could take
the time %o go through section by section, both genus and
species, and indicate whers we are committed to the exact
same projects. And let me just, for the sake again of
dispelling another argument, indicate that Amendment No. 1 to
569 which is *he spending plan contains in Section 17 for the
Central Illinois Expressway for U.S. 51 and for access roads
and interchanges, the amount for FY '86 of eighteen million
dollars, And guess what Amendment No, 2 contains, which is
the Democratic amendment, in Section 172 Eighteen million
dollars for those specified unequivocal purposes. What we

were...the point that was being attempted to be made was
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the...not that vwe are freeing every rapist and not that we
are mnaltreating the <children of Illinois, but the fact is,
the mechanism in your plan is identical to the mechanism in
our plan. The difference 1is we are not saying that wve're
going to *take and have a limited raid on GRF %o pay off
bonds; we're going to say, if indeed our spending doesn't
come up to where it should be, we'll dip into that fund to
spend wmore to complete these projects. All you're saying is
if indeed we can't pay *he bonded indebtedness, then vwe're
allowed to dip into this funds but only to a certain speci-
fied amount. We have taken literally your spending plam, we
have taken your appropriation level, we have taken your esti-
mate of revenue and said, we'll itransfer an amount 2.1 per-
cent of the sales tax, the equivalent of seventy million
dollars. So everything is identical. The only difference
is...the only difference is we do not by Amendment ©No. 3
incur debt until the year 2025, and I don't care how you cut
it, Senator DeAngelis, we are...whether you call it an
investment now and pay later or a bond now and pay it later,
the fact is, imn 2025, you'll be paying a hundred wmillion
dollars in debt service that under Amendment No. 3, we won't
incar. I urge the adoption of Amendment No. 3.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

On the adoption of Amendment No. 3, those in favor will
vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting is open.
Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that question,
the Ayes are 31, the Nays are 27, none voting...none voting
Prasent. Apendment No. 3 having received the majority vote
is declared adopted. Any further amendments?

SECRETARY:

Apendment No. 4, by Senator Rock.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOB SAVICKRAS)

Senator Rock.

SENATOR ROCK:
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Thank you, Mr. President. Amendment No. 4 is essentially
the same as I offered in committee or attempted to offer and
it was thought be**er to do it on the Floor, because Amend-
ment No. 4 contains in large part at least something that has
been called and was called this morning at the press confer-
ence held by the four mayors representing twenty-four other
mayors the Municipal Program. It would create a program to
be administered by the Illinois Development Finance Authority
for 1Illinois OUrban Development Action Grants. It would
.create a housing partnership program to be administered by
that same authority. It would authorize our Illinois Depart-
ment of Transportation to make grants for mass transit dis-
tricts, and it would authorize the Department of Conservation
to purchase Navy Pier for the development of a State park.
These are creations and authorizations, nothing more, nothing
less, no dollar amounts have been assigned yet to 563, they
will be; but the fact is, these are programs that I think are
worth considering, and if, indeed, the expectations, as I
expect they have, particularly by virtue of that absolutely
irresponsible House action, expectations have been raised
across this State that the mayors of the municipalities, both
small and large, are expecting a reasonable participation in
the Build Illinois Program however it's configured. Amend-
ment No. 4 will afford *he authority to do that and I urge
the adoption of Amendment No. 4.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICEKAS)
Is there discussion? Senator Philip.
SENATOR PHILIP:
I have a question of the spoasor.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)
Indicates he will yield. Senator Philip.
SENATOR PHILIP:
Yes,...am I to believe your...your amendment has no spe-

cific amounts whatsoever, and if so,...what...are we going to
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throw out Highway 51 or where...where is this going to be on
the priority list?
‘PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
411 right. Senator Rock.
SENATOR ROCK:

No, what I'm suggesting is +that +this merely is the
authorization for these types of programs that when we get
to, as I'm sure we will, House Bill 569 which is the actual
appropriation bill, the dollar amount to be expended, +those
nunbers will be plugged in. For instance, for the Illinois
Urban Development Pinance...or the Illinois Urban Development
Action Grants, the nunicipalities across this State have
requested over a eight-year period some four hundred million
dollars. So for a first-year 1level it would probably be
about fifty million dollars., The same is true with the Hous-
ing Partmership Program, I <hink that wounld be an annual
expenditure...of roughly in the neighborhood of five million
dollars. The dollar amounts will be enunciated, specified in
House Bill 569, They will, in my judgment, not be detri-
mental *o any of the other authorized projects., We are deal-
ing essentially again with the same spending level and same
appropriation®s authorization. This is merely the substan-
tive language to afford us the opportunity to make those
allocations.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Philip.
SENATOR PHILIP:

Yeah, thank you, Mr. President, Ladies and Gentlemen of
the Senate...mass grants...Mass Transit Grants? As you're
probably aware, the RTA has just declared a ninety-two nmil-
lion dollar surplus, is that responsibly building 1Illinois,
giving mass transit additiomal money? Having the Department
of Conservation taking over Navy Pier, is that responsibly

building 1Illinois? Also, for the first time in the history



Page 105 - June 24, 1985

of the State of Illinois, zero interest loams for low income
housing, is that responsible...responsibly building Illinois?
I...certainly would suggest it is not and we ought to defeat
this amendment, t was defeated in committee, we ought to
defeat it on the Floor.
PRESIDING OPFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

A1l right. Purther discussion? Senator Collins,.
SENATOR COLLINS:

Yes, thank you, Mr. Presidenrt and members of the Senate.
I rise wholeheartedly in favor of Amendment No. 4 ﬁo House
Bill 570. We cannot...we kidding ourselves if we...think
that we can talk about planning a program to build Illinois
without taking in consideration our urban centers. The
preservation, the growth and vitality of this State is nost
certainly dspendent upon how we rebuild and revitalize the
major urbam areas throughout this State. As Sepator Rock
said, this...amendment merely points toward the authorization
part, and I would hope that...minds will sit dovn and look
ats.asbased on the needs iden=ified by 1local officials will
come with up a priority and focus on instead of pet projects
critical meeds of our urban centers and spend the money more
responsible and more wisely. Under the former Build Illinois
Plan, the other plan, *here were a lot of illusions and a lot
of rhetoric about promises to the mayors, to local units of
government but they were merely visionary promises and this
proposal as proposed in Amendmen* No. 4 will mos*t certainly
put forth some realistic approach to dealing with the problen
of our decayed cities, and I would move for the adoption of
Amendment No. 4.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right. Further discussion? Senator Rock may cloée.
SENATOR ROCK:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the

Senate. Again, lest anybody at all be misled, all this does
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is establish by substantive lanquage the authorization for
the State of 1Illinois to create these programs. Specific
dollar amounts, specific allocations have in no way been
committed or are they done, It's a question of, I think,
recognition of “he fact that the municipalities across this
State having heard the rhetoric about build and rebuild Illi-
nois want to participate. This will afford that authoriza-
tion and I urge the adoption of Amendmen%t No. 4.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right. Senator Rock has moved the adoption of Amend-
ment No. % to House Bill 570. Those in favor...indicate by
saying Aye. Opposed...all right. All right. There has been
a request for a roll call. Senator Rock has moved the adop-
tion of Amendment No. 4 to House Bill 570. Those in favor
will vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open.
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Take the record. On that question, the Ayes
are 29, the Nays are 29, none voting Present. Amendment No.
4 fails, Further amendments? Senator Rock. Senator Rock,
for what purpose do you arise? Senator Rock. Further amend-
ments?

SECBETARY:

Amendment No. 5 offered by Senator zito.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator ZzZito.

END OF REEL
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REEL #4

SENATOR ZITO:

Thank you, Mrz. Presiden: and members. Awmendment No. 5 to
House Bill 570 are really suggestions that we have compiled
through the infrastructure subcommittee hearings. If I can
ask the Secretary for a second, since 1 did file several
amendments, if he can read the LRB number so I'm sure we're
talking about the right amendment.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Mr. Secretary, can you...identify the amendment.
SECRETARY:

Right...X have them the way you handed them...or they
were handed to me, LRBSUO2340PLMLAM24,

SENATOR ZITO:

Rithdraw that amendment.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

All <right. Sponsor indicates he wants to have that one
withdrawn., W®ithdrawn. Further amendments?
SECRETARY:

Amendmsnt No. 5, then this would be LBB8402340PLMI18...0T
L, rather, AN25.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Zito. Senator Zito wishes to have that ome with-
drawn., Further amendments?

SECRETARY:
Amendment No. 5, LRBS42340PLMLAM27.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Senator 2Zito.
SENATOR ZITO:
. We're looking for 26, Mr.-Secretary, I would withdraw 27,
SECRETARY:

I...all right. I think we're...
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
eseSeNators..
SECRETARY:

asesl think you were where you want to be,
LBEB8402340PLHLAN26,

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Zito, on Amendment No...
SECRETARY:

No. 5.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

«ss Amendment No. 5. Senator Zito.
SENATOR ZITO:

Thank you, again, Mr., President and members. As I had
originally said, <these amendments were offered really by
reconnendations and suggestions that we compiled through our
infrastructure subcommittee hearings throughout the State of
Illinois. As you know, we traveled to eight cities through-
out this tate to discuss the infrastructure needs of the
communities in those geographic regions. It's interesting
that both of our programs, both the Republican and the Demo-
cratic proposals, are talking about spending upwards of a
billion dollars to build or rebuild Illinois; yet, we have
no* taken the time or actually spent the momey to do a good
comprehensive survey of what this State's infrastructure
needs are, what the top priority projects are and should be,
and how we should fairly and equitably spend this...these
dollars to build Illinois. So Amendment No. S5...the first
part of Amendment No. 5 to House Bill 570 suggests that we,
in fact, conduct a survey and that we find out what the needs
and wanis and concerns are when we talk about infrastructure
throughout the State of Illinois. The second important ele-
ment to this amendment suggests that we should create a
revolving 1loan fund. One of things I heard repeatedly from

every local mayor, every head of a local unit of government
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was that if they were not specifically mentioned in either
the Governor's proposal or any other proposal, that they were
going to be completely shut out of any infrastructure aoney
or any Build Illinois money. I suggest to you through this
amendment, ladies and gentlemen, that we create a revolving
loan fund payable...borrowed and paid back with interest so
that each and every one of those local units of government
throughout this State can have, in fact, an opportunity to
provide funding for up to fifty percent of their project
costs. One of the great...problems with these local units of
government is that the start-up costs or the project costs
are prohibitive for the smaller units of local government,
they can*t afford them. There are no alternatives to find
dollars...even if they find some grants with Federal dollars
shrinking, there's not enough dollars to pay for these much
needed projects, sewers, vater lines, bridges, roads. They
don't have the start-up money; towns of twelve hundred, seven
hundred, even up as many as twenty-five, twenty-six, thirty
thousand people cannot afford on a small budget three and
four million dollars to even begin sewer projects or water
projects. What this amendment says is that we will offer
those wunits of local governmeant an opportunity <o find sone
needed dollars and rather tham a handout it will be a helping
hand, help local units of government in all of our districts
that so despe-rately need these infrastructure dollars. I
would move for the adoption of Amendment No. 5 to House Bill
570.
PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

all right. Any discussion? If not, Senator Zito has
noved the adoption of Amendment No. 5 to House Bill 570.
Those in favor...sigaify by saying Aye. Oppos=sd Nay. Aménd-
ment No. 5 is adopted. Further amendments?
SECBETARY:

Amendment No. 6 offered by Senator Collins.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Collins,

SENATOR COLLINS:

Withdraw.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMNUZIO)

Senator Collins seeks to have that one withdrawn. Fur-
ther amendments?
SECRETARY:

Amendment No. 6 offered by Senators Kustra, Jeremiah
Joyce and Keats.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Kustra on Amendment Ko, 6.
SENATOR KUSTRA:

Thank you, Mr. President and nembers of the Senate.
Under the original Build Illinois Program the small business
commnunizy came to the Governor and asked for a thirty-five
million dollar capital loan program. After that was included
in the original Build Illinois Program, the small business
community, namely, *he Illinois Business Association of Illi-
nois called IBAIL and the Chicago Association of Commerce aad
Industry rethought what kind of program they would want for
the spall business community within Build Illinois. And they
came back and asked for a loan guarantee program instead of a
direct loan program arguing that that would be more with...in
keeping of the free enterprise system which, of course, they
support so strongly. So what Amendment No. 6, I believe the
Secretary said, does is change the direct loan...capital loan
part of the program from direct loan to a loan guarantee pro-
gram. There are no other changes in the language of the bill
other than to try to accommodate the wishes of the small
business community. I would ask...urge its adoption.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMNUZIO)

All right. Any discussion? Senator Lechowicz.

SENATOE LECHOWICZ:
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Thank you, Mr. President, Ladizs and Gentlemen of the
Senate. My question pertains to this amendment and all
subsequent amendments, I'd like to kmow if they're germane to
the bill as amended.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIO)

Well, 1in fact, they are germane, Senator. Purther
discussion? Senator Lechowicz.
SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

Let me anplify my question of germaneness whether it fol-
lows...or tracks the bill as amended.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMODZIO)

Senator Kustra. Senator Kustra.
SENATOR KUSTRA:

Senator Lechowicz, I was concerned about that too, after
I found out about Senator Rock's amendment, and I have both
of them side by side. From everything I can determine, it
‘does track. I..oI would have a problem too if it didn't,
needless to say.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

I think in the...in the opinion of the Chair...it, in
fact, would...it would, in fact, tracks. Let's...let's just
proceed. Senator Kustra, Further discussion? Senator
Kustra moves the adoption of Amendment No. 6 to House Bill
570. Any discussion? If not, those in favor signify by
saying Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it. Amendment No. 6
is adopted. Further amendments?
lSECBETARY:

7, by Senator Zito,

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIO)

Amendment No. 7, Senator 2Zito. Senator Zito om the

FPloor? Withdraw it.
SECRETARY:
Amendment No. 7, by Senator Hall.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)
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No. 7, Senator Hall.
SENATOR HALL:

Thank you, Mr. President. What's the number of this
amendment, please?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Number 7.

SENATOR HALL:

Amnendment No. 7 1is...my colleague over in the House,
Representative Young, had introducted a number of bills and
legislation, House Bill 1224, House Bill 1740, House Bill
1693, House Bill 1233, House Bill 1507, House Bill 1508,
House Bill 1233 and 1223, Now, these bills somehow did not
survive someplace over there. So now that she's over here
and she asked me to put these amendments on under Article IX,
vhich would be the Metro-East Solid Waste Disposal and Energy
Producing Act. There is...the substance...legislation
is...is replacing in that now, she's only asking for three
hundred thousand dollars in the appropriation on that partic-
alar thing. I jus* vant to not take up a lot of time of the
Body here but I just wanted to tell you what these particular
things did. There is no place to dispose of this solid
waste, and for +this part in our area we got...we must have
someplace to do this. The Article IX B is known as the Urban
Civilian Youth Service Act and that's one hundred thousand
dollars. Now she has this money placed in some money bills
around somseplace. And then in Article IX € it's the State to
agree to finance...the Finance Corporation Act...and if you
bear with me for just a minute. And then im Article IX D
it*s assigned that a Minorities and Female Enterprise Act,
they camn simply assign the money to the bank and 9 E is the
Illinois Public Aid Code and that amends the Public Aid Code.
And then also that it...3 B2 the group facility for teenage
pregnant girls. In other words, there are a number of young

girls who become pregnant and they have no vay to help thenm-
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selves out and many of them are put out of homes and then
they fall into disrepute and go in...and become, and start to
'being people who are street young ladies. Then the final one
is to establish and implement an administrative program of
halfway houses for alcoholic women. So that's the purpose of
this bill and I'd ask for adoption of this amendment.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right. Any discussion? Senator Philip. Senator
Philip.

SENATOR PHILIP:

eve¥8S,...1'm trying to understand what Senator Hall is
trying to do to Build Illinois. W®hat is it...what is the
total price tag of this monstrosity?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Hall.

SENATOR HALL:

¥ell, Senator I thought maybe by...after we*d get it on,
I'd sit down and discuss it with you. I don't know for ay
ovnself.

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Philip.
SENATOR PHILIP:

I...I would just ask for a roll call, Mr. President.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZ2IO)

All right. Senator Hall bas moved the adoption. of Amend-
@ent No. 7 to House Bill 570. Those in favor indicate by
saying Aye. Opposed Nay. 1In the opinion of the Chair, the
Nays have it. Further amendments?

SECRETARY:

Amendment No. B offered by Senator Newhouse.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Newhouse,

SENATOR NEWHOUSE:

Thank you, Mr. President, Senators. Amendment No. 8 is
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the amendment that pertains to apprenticeship and training.
In the Build Illinois Program we want to make sure that
everybody gets a chance to help Build Illinois. What's
happening is that our youngsters in the City of Chicago do
not...are not able to get into the training facilities, this
anendment would permit parallel training facilities to be put
together for that purpose. 1I'd like...I'll ansver any ques-
tions. I would move its adoptionm.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right. Aany discussion? If not, Senator Newhouse has
moved *the adoption of Amendment ©No. 8 to House Bill 570.
Those in favor...indicate by saying Aye. Opposed Nay.
The...the Ayes have it. Anmendment No. 8 is adopted. Further
amendments?

SECRETARY:

Amendment No. 9 offered by Senator D'Arco.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEHUZIO)

Senator D'Arco.

SENATOR D’ARCO:

Thank you, Hr. President. Amendment No., 9 changes the
authority around from the Department of...from DCCA...DCCA
will now have the sole responsibility of determining the
amount of the loans and the interest rates of the loans
instead of the 1Illinois Development Finance Authority. It
seems to me that in order to finance these loans and appro-
priate the @money, one agency should be the sole determining
authority to make the decision as to who qualifies to receive
these loans. Under the 570 as presented to this Chanmber,
there was...there was no,..one agency was not the sole deter-
mining authority. And it was gquestionable as to...well,
the...Illinois Development Finance Authority ultimately would
decide this...

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

All right. Senator...Senator D'ArcoO...
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SENATOR D'ARCO:

Yeah.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

I think...Semator Philip, are you surrendering? Senator
Philip.

SENATOR PHILIP:

I...I am surrendering; quite frankly, I'm very pleased
with the amendment, will be happy to accept it if that's the
will of the...majority of the members.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

A1l right. Senator D*Arco has moved the adoption of
Apmendnent No. 3 to House Bill 570. Those in favor indicate
by saying Aye., Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it. Amendment
No. 9 is adopted. Further amendments?

SECRETARY:

No further amendments.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

3rd reading. A1l right. With...with leave of the Body
ve'll go to House bills 3rd reading, page 2 on your Calendar.
No bill that was on the recall list today that was recalled
will be called today. And I'm advised by the President that
most 1likely we will not be able to afford anyone an oppor-
iunity, at least, twice off of this list, so whem your bill
'comes up, it seems to me that you ought to be ready to go.
All right. Leave of the Body, House bills 3rd reading, top
of page 2, House Bill 17, Senator Lechowicz. Read the bill,
Mr. Secretary.

ACTING SECRETARY: (MR, FERNANDES)
House Bill 17.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Senator Lechowicz.

SENATOR LECHOWICZ:
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Thank you, Hr. President, Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. Senate...House Bill 17 as amended would provide Cook
County enmployees and officers article of the Pension Code a
revisionary annuitant dies after the enployee retireaent but
before the employee...a reduced annuitant being paid shall be
increased...the origiral annuity. Amendment No. 2 would also
extend the eligibility to utilize an optional benefit formula
for deputy sheriffs wvwho have attained the age of fifty and
service...with twenty years of service for persons retiring
after December 31st, 1985. It also would add a new option of
benefit and coatribution formula whereby an employee may
elect to take additional contributions of three percent of
salary in order to receive an additional one percent for each
year of service for which the optional contributions have
been made subject to the overall maximum for anmnuities cur-
rently contained in the code. This formula would also be
effective...July 1, 1385, It also changed the cur-
rent...benefit accrual rate from the graduated formula to a
flat two percent, replace the current tventy-year service
requiresent with a ten-year requirement, changes the service
requirement for early retirement without discount to the menm-
bers over fifty-five but less tham sixty with at least thirty
years of service rather than thirty-five and remove the
service requirement for minimum survivor's annuity. Basic-
ally, all the provisions in House Bill 17 were made at the
recommendation of a study conducted by the county board,
approved by both the Democrats and Republican members of the
county board; and as you know, the county board presently is
probably the best funded pension fund in the State of Illi-
nois at eighty percent in lieu of our own which is at sixty-
five percent., Be more than happy to answer any questions.
If not, I ask for your favorable consideration for House Bill
17.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
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211 right. RAny discussion? Senator Fawell.
SENATOR FAWELL:

Thank you, very much. 1I'm not trying to kill the bill or
anything, but...I think everybody ought to maybe look at what
this is going to cost, nineteen million five hundred thousand
dollars out of Chicago..,Cook County, if that's what they
want. You got an accrued liability then of ninety-nine mil-
lion four hundred thousand dollars if you pass this bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Farther discussion? Senator Rupp.

SENATOR RUPP:

Thank you, Mr. President. I would just like to-ask one
question. I want to pake sure...this is what it's doing,
that you're providing a chance for some individuals to add an
additional benefit. Our thrust has beea in pension funds to
give uniformity and to bring the same benefits to everybody,
but it looks like with this new additional provisiomn that you
put in there that you or I or someone up there could opt for
an extra one percent each year. Now that to me is going a
wrong way and it's a...it®s a rather innovative type thing
that you're startiag, and I can just see that next year we'll
have a whole batch of people in here and say, well, you're
doing it for Chicago, we're going to have to do it down here.
and I just wonder if we could have a little bit more details
on just vhat that is.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMOZIO)

Senator Lechowicz.

SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

Thank you, Mr. President, Ladies and Gentleaen of +he
‘Senate. Basically, that question was raised in committee and
I responded to the question with the provision and also to
Senator Fawell that presently the...Cook County Pension Fund
is the best funded in the State of Illinois. And what they

did is they made a study and the study made a recommendation
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‘that in order to bring the present county employees' pension
fund up to current status in comparison with other pension
funds in the State they...they made the recommendation which
is contained in 17, House Bill 17. In answer +o0 Senator
Rupp's question, that funding is also...wha* you did miss is
that the employee himself pays an additional three percent
-for the one percent, so that is self-sufficient to say the
least.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DENUZIO)

Further...further discussion? Senator Watson.
SENATOR WATSON:

Thank you, Mr. President. 1I'd like to ask a question of
the sponsor.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Indicates he will yield. Senator Ratson.
SENATOR WATSON:

Just some duick gquestions, This only affects Cook
County, is that correct?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Lechowicz.

SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

Thank you, Mr. President. VYes, it does.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Watson.

SENATOR WATSON:

No State dollars involved at all?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Lechowicz.

SENATOR LECHONWICZ:

I'm glad you pointed that out. Amendment No. 2 also took
it avay from the State Mandate's Act, itt's all totally self-
sufficient for the County of Cook.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Watson.
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SENATOR WATSON:

And I also read in here that you're...the overall effect
‘reduces in one particular part of it from the age of fifty-
five to fifty the requirement for eligibility for paximunm
benefits for a deputy sheriff?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Lechowicz.
SENATOR LECHOWICZ:
‘ I pointed that out, that's to make it comparable with the
other police departments in the State of Illinois. And as
you know, the city...the City of Chicago policemen have had
that benefit for some time. The deputy sheriff’s police have
requested the same provision and its been approved by the
‘county board.
‘PBESIDING OFPFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Watson.
SENATOR WATSON:
‘ W¥ell, the only thing that I'd be cooncerned about is that
next year we'll see correctional officers coming in here
vanting similar benefits, teachers, downstate teachers; once
we open the door and make a crack, the...the...everybody
rushes through. So, I don't know if this is such a good
idea, but...okay...the State and it...and it?*S..en0
State...funds involwed, which you said is correct. 21l
right.
PRESIDING OFPICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right, Further discussion? Senator Macdonald.
SENATOR MACDONALD:

Yes, question of the sponsor. Senator Lechowicz, this, I
wvant to make very sure, also includes county board members?
Thank you.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Lechowicz.

SENATOR LECHOWICZ:
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v Yes, ma‘am, it does. And basically, again, this was con-
ducted...a study that was conducted by the county board in
ofder to bring the respective pension funds of the county in
compliance with other pension funds. The recommendation in
17 have been approved by both sides of the aisle.

.PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Purther discussion? Senator Schuneman.
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:
. Thank you, Mr. President. A gquestion of the sponsor.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOﬁ DEMUZIO)
Indicates he’ll yield. Senator Schunenan.
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Senator, there was some confusion about what you said
in...vhen...pertaining to the State mandate's exemption.
fould you state that one more time?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Lechowicz.

SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

Thank you, Mr. President, I'll try to be as clear as pos-
sible. With Amendment No. 2, there is no State noney in
4House Bill 17. It excludes it from the State Nandate's Act,
it is totally self-sufficient by the county taxpayers in Cook
.County.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Schuneman.

SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Well, thank you, then to the bill, Mr. Presiden%. As has
been pointed out, this does only apply to Cook County,
doesn't apply to the rest of the State. But I think all of
us are called upon to vote on pension principles. And...T
simply want to point out that a few years ago we made what I
think was a mistake when we began to give a few enmployees
around the State the right to retire at age fifty with twenty

years service, we're expanding on that in this bill. 2And we
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constantly do this sort of thing where we're giving peansion

benefits to one group of people and the following year

everybody comes in and demands equity. Now, we ought to

simply be aware of that, and I realize that this wvas

requested by people from Cook County but it's up to us to

make the decision on some of these things, so we ought to be

aware of what we're doing.

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Lechowicz may close.

SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

Thank you, Mr. President, Ladies and Gentlemen of the

Senate. Basically, that provision is in order so it'd be in

compliance with the...City of Chicago Police Department. And

if you recall the study that was made on a natiomal basis,

they recommended that people in law enforcement should have

the opportunity to retire at a younger age because, unfortun-

ately, you can't catch people who are running at...between
foarteen to tventy...twenty-four wvhen you are fifty. It's
very difficult to keep in that physical shape. And what

they're saying that if a

ment with twenty years of

at the age of fifty.

that matter for other

- Sheriff's Office of Cook
lar legislation for its

sheriff's police

department.

person who has been in lav enforce-
service has the ability to retire
This General Assembly has acted on
police depariments. The County
County has requested the same simi-
county police department...county

They bhave the same physical

requirements, basically the same pay scale, a little bit less

thapn Chicago Police Department but, unfortunately, they're

exposed to the same type of situations as the police...as the

Chicago Police Department, That...if that's the only provi-

sion that you're really concerned about in this...House Bill

17, 1it's already been acted upon. I believe that the county

board has acted responsibly in stating that, please, consider

the benefits under...under House Bill 17, we're willing to
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pay it out of our own coffers, not asking for ome...one penny

of State funds in trying to bring our Pension Code up in

compliance with other pension codes in this State. And let

me just also remind you that we're at eighty percent fumding,

the highest funded pension system in this State. I stongly

reconsend seventeen...House Bill 17 +to you, it deserves

your...your favorable consideration.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)
All right, The question is, shall House Bill 17 pass.
Those in favor will vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The

voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who

wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that

guestion, the Ayes are 40, the Nays are 16, 1 voting Present.

House Bill 17 having received the required constitutional

majority is declared passed. House Bill 18, Senator Welch.
House bills, 3rd reading, House Bill 18, Mr. Secretary.
ACTING SECRETARY: (MR, FERNANDES)

House Bill 18.

{Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the bill.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Senator Welch.
SENATOR WELCH:

Thank you, ¥r. President. House Bill No., 18 is an

attempt to amend the Gas Revenue Tax Act and the Public Util-

ity Revenue Act to provide that the...the utility tax levied
on the consumers by the current five percent gross receipt

tax be changed to a per unit tax where it is of wost benefit

to the consumer. What this bill will do is impose a tax of

2.4 cents per thermal unit of natural gas and .32 cents per

kilowatt-hour of electricity. A provision in the bill

states that whichever tax is the most benefit to the consumer

will be the one figured by the utility company and assessed

to the consumer of the utility. This bill has come down fron
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legislation last year through many aeetings with constituent
groups as well as members of the industry and the legislators
and this is the final work product. The aim of this proposal
.is to slow the rate of growth and the gas and electric util-
ity taxes and to substitute for the current sales tax a means
lby which conservation of energy is rewarded by taxing only
the actual amount of gas or electricity used. Instead of the
.State being part and parcel of any utility tax increase, what
.this bill will do is make sure that the five percent increase
every time a utility gets an increase in their assessed rate
.does not come as a windfall to the State of 1Illinois. And
with projections of some forty percent increases for some
utility companies over the next five years, the increase to
the State will boost consumer rates beyond livable levels.
-So I vould move the passage of House Bill 18,
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

A11 right. Any discussion? Senator Fawell.
SENATOR FAWELL

I'n sorry I spent the weekend reading the bills. Can
you...would the sponsor yield for a question?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Indicates he will,

SENATOR FAWELL:

Can you tell me approximately how much this means as far
as revenue loss is concerned to the State?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Welch.

SENATOR WELCH:

The State of Illinois will not receive less revenue once
this bill is imposed from the rate...the amoant of revenue
‘it's receiving this year. What will happen is, in effect,
there will be a cap on the amount of revenue the State of
Illinois receives at the approximate current level.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)
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Senator Fawvell.
SENATOR FAWELL:

Well, on...on page 2 of our amalysis, and I would suggest
=y colleagues on our side at least look at it, it says, "The
fiscal impact of the legislation will be a revenue loss of
.tuenty to twenty-five million dollars during half of FY 86
.acéording to an estimate of the Illinois Economic and Fiscal
Commission." The other thing this anélysis says is that
presently the consumers can take this tax off as a sales tax,
and with this bill there's a very good chance that the IMRS
may no longer allow us to take that tax off which will, in
effect, negate any kind of savings we will be able to serve
the consumer with.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

411 right. Further discussion? Senator Etheredge.

SENATOR ETHEREDGE:
‘ Thank you, Mr. President, Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. I rise in opposition to this bill. ®hile I thimnk
\that, as the sponsor has pointed out, this is an attempt.
to..ot0 put a cap on the...State's revenue received from the
utility's tax, and certainly I would agree that this is a
regressive tax, nevertheless, this bill does...does far more
than that. As has been pointed out, it applies the cap by
shifting the basis for the tazxation from a percentage of
the...of the bill to a...a per therm. You cannot do that
without shifting the tax burden among different
kind...different classifications of users. Aad the,..the
author of the bill has...has attempted to resolve that prob-
ilem by inserting a hold harmless provision, and in doing
that, it...the result is that the State looses revenue., It
is...since this bill would go into effect on the Ist of Janu-
ary, 1986, there is a...a six-month hit during fiscal '86 as
far as the State's revenue is concerned, and that hit would

amount to twenty-five million dollars. In subsequent years
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that annualizes at a rate of fifty million dollars. I would
suggest to everyone here that is interested and is trying to
find a way to fund some educational reforms that this is not
the time to pass this piece of legislation which erodes the
State's revenue base. S0 I would strongly urge a No vote on
House Bill 18.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMNUZIO)

all right. Further discussion? Sena-
tor..s52nator...Senator Chew.
.éENATOR CHEW:

Can't you see back here? Thank you, Hr. President. In
reviewing this House Bill 18, ve find +that it would be a
.decrease in revenue, Nr. President, for the cities through-
out the State of Illinois, and the mayors of the cities of
lthe State of Illinois are in opposition to the bill. For
that reason, Senator, I cannot support your concept because
>it does, in fact, reduce the revenue that the cities would
take. And contrary to what you said, you spoke of the State
and its revenue but you did not speak of the cities. And
some of us do come and have some interest in what the cities
do, and for that, I would be in opposition to House Bill 18.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Netsch.

SENATOR NETSCH:

. Thank you, Mr. President. I rise also imn support of +the
bill, obviously,since I'm a hyphenated cosponsor. Let ne
just address a couple of points. While it is true that there
will be in oné sense a revenue loss, it won't be an actual
dqllar 1loss, Senator Etheredge, it will be a loss in growth
that vould othervise perhaps take place. I would point out
that a bill +that the Senate has passed that you were the
sponsor of has already capped the amount that the State will
realize from the utility tax, again, I think reflecting the

feeling that there really...the uatility tax was never
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intended to be what it is now, which is the second or third,
depending on what you count, largest source of revenue to the
State Treasury. It is by almost any mneasure a fairly
regressive tax and certainly should not be that heavily
relied on. I think your own bill, Senator Etheredgs,
.reflected that concern. This is another way of reflecting
the same concern. Secondly, just a brief comment om the
deductibility. t is probably correct that while the current
form of our gross receipts uatility tax has...just very
recently been declared to be deductible by IRS and this would
‘not, that is not a matter of pmajor concern to about two-
thirds of the taxpayers in the State of Illinois who don't
deduct to begin with. So they will be losing nothing by it.
I would point out, in addition, that if President Reagan's
tax reform or, indeed, many of the others are realized, there
will no longer be any deductibility of State and local taxes
.and so that will be largely a moot issue. The third point I
would like to make is the ome thing that this form of utility
tax revision does that Senator Etheredge®s and others did not
.do, and that is, it really rewvards those people who learn to
conserve because you are paying on a per unit basis. If you
learn to live with less energy, then you will, in effect, be
rewarded for that. It seems to mne that while we may be
momentarily past the years of the oil glut and all, +that vwe
still have a strong commitment and should have in this
country to learm how to conserve energy. This bill rewards
.those who do conserve energy and it seems to me for that
reason alone is really the best way to bring about some
relief on utility taxes. I would strongly urge an Aye vote.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Blooa.
SENATOR BLOOH:

Thank you, Mr. President, fellow Senators. I rise inm

support of this because it seems to me that this Body has
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addressed the concept of indexing, if you will, in the .  past;
and I think that many of the reasons pointed out by the prior
speaker, we ought to be changing the basis for this kind of
tax. So, I don't see any problem im supporting this. Thank
you.
.PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right. Purther discussion? Senator Collins.
SENATOR COLLINS:

Thank you. A qguestion of the sponsor, please.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIO)
. Indicates he will yield. Senator Collins.
SENATOR COLLINS:

Senator...¥elch, can you...have you done a breakdown by
area? I am interested in, for example, City of Chicago and
just vhat does this reform translate into lost revenue?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Welch.

SENATOR WELCH:

Senator, basically the amount of savings will depend on
the...the cost of your electricity and the projected
increases in your electrical costs. The Commonwealth Edison
area, which is at the Chicago area, will have perhaps the
most savings. A recent report reflected the possibility that
their rates would go up some forty percent in the next few
years. So, if you figure that you're going to save more by
the higher the rates are, the Commonwealth Edison customers
are both cursed and blessed at the same time, I guess.
PRESIDING OFFPICER: {SENATOR DENUZIO)

‘ Further discussion? Senator...Senator Watson. Teael
will point out that the...not simply because Senator Watson
\has gotten up, but the pace we're going, we are not going to
get finished. Senator Watson. .

SENATOR WATSON:

Thank you. Thank you, Mr. President. 1I'd like to ask
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the...the sponsor a question.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Indicates he will yield. Senator Watson.

SENATOR WATSON:

ThiSe..sthis is sinply a...a use tax, right? That'’s n

ing more than.,..than a use tax, Those people that

utilizing

electrical power are going to pay more, and t

vho are using less are going to pay less.

PRBESIDING OPFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right.

SENATOR WELCH:

Yes, that's

Senator,..Welch,

one way to look at it.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENMUZIO)

Senator Watson.

SENATOR WATSON:

Well,...I think it?s an excellent idea. I see not

vroang

with this at all. As the utility rates continu

escalate, this is going to actually give the people a br

N

something we don't do very often here. So I urge a Yes v

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Further

discussion? Senator Etheredge, for a...wa

minute...wait a minute. Senator Btheredge, you're on

second list...Senator Rock.

SENATOR ROCK:

Thank you,

Senate,

Illinoi

I have

s would

sume that those
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tioners and curlers amnd every other -electrical appliance
known to man, hov much do I save annually?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Senator Welch.
SENATOR WELCH:

Senator BRock, the amount you save depends on how much
you use, In the iamitial few years as we change over, there
.von't be much savings. The savings will come in as utilities
continue to raise their rates but the amount the State takes
>in ends up being, in effect, capped at a per thermal unit or
per killowatt-hour as opposed to five percent...whatever the
.rate increase would be. So the specific figures could go
from sixty dollars in the first fev years to beyond a hundred
bdollars each family as time goes by. But specific figures
would be difficult to come by because they're based on pro-
.jected rate increases.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Rock.

SENATOR ROCK:

But even for amn ordinary user, depending on how
auch...andes.andssaI'da..I%d consider DYeseBY home a
big...utilization of utilities, but an ordinary user can
expect to save sixty dollars annually?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMNUZIO)
. Senator Welch.
SENATOR WELCH:

Senator, to use the current jargom, the bill starts out
as being revenue neutral, meaning that we tried to maintain
the same amount of revenue for Fiscal *'86 that we took in
‘Piscal *85 and, in fact, we're going to take in ten million
more dollars. So, in the first year, in order to
remain...retain that neutrality, the individual savings may
amount to approximately sixty dollars or...or give or take,

some money. It*s in the further years that the taxpayers
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¥ill save money, not im the initial stages because it's based
oﬁ increases. We're...in effect, there's a grandfathering in
of existing costs of taxes to consumers necessarily to main-
>tain our current income from the tax.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Etheredge.
SENATOR ETHEREDGE:
‘ Thank you...thank you, Mr. President, I do apologize for
rising a second time; however, that there...there is some
\misunderstanding as to the...the revenue impact of...of this
ileqislation. In...I had indicated earlier that...on an annu-
alized basis there would be a net loss of fifty million
dollars in revenue, and that is...and that is a real loss in
_revenus, it is not because of a...a failure of the State to
realize the...the annual growth from this tax source. It is
>a real loss. As some...as some of you will remember, I had
introduced earlier in this Session Senate Bill 334, which was
designed to...to cap the State's revenue from this regressive
tax. I considered using, or...or switching to a per thern
‘or kilowatt-hour base but found that that could not be done
without reducing the.,..the State's revenue at a time I
.thought ¥as...not...not the right year to do that. So,
~\Senate Bill 334 does what this bill tries to do but does it
in a way that is revenue neutral insofar as the State iS...is
concerned. I am told tha*t Senate Bill 334 is now dying an
.agonizing death over in the House. But I would suggest to
4you that that was a much better way to go because what 334
did was to reduce the,..the tax rate annually from year to
\year and was truly revenue neutral. This bill is not revenue
neatral. Again, I would urge a No vote.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENDZIO)

All right. Senator Welch may close.

SENATOR WELCH:

Senator Etheredge, I think that that wvas am excellent
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idea that gyou had this ye%r; in fact, that's why...I intro-
duced the same bill last year and it didn't get anywhere, and
that's why we have House Bill 18, This bill, in effect, will
raise twelve million dollars more per year than your bill
would. 1In Fiscal '85 we expect six hundred and sixty million
dollars in utility taxes to come to the State of Illinois.
\Under House Bill 18, in Fiscal Year '86, we expect six hun-
dred and seventy-twvo million dollars to come into the State
.of Illinois. Those are figures that are going to freeze as
years go by the amount individuals pay to the State for their
utilities. And when you look at the fact of the matter,
atilities are something that everybody on fixed income as
well as everybody earning momey have to pay, they're as
inevitable as death and taxes, I guess, and they are taxes on
.those who can least afford to pay them, those on fixed
incomes. So what we hope to do is to, nuaber one, put in
some stability...stability into the process, save consumers
some money and give the State of Illinois a fixed revenue
source which they can depend on without 1losing money each
year. And I would arge an Aye vote on House Bill 18.
PRESIDING OFPICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

The gquestion is, shall House Bill 18 pass. Those in
favor will vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is
oben. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the
record. On that question, the Ayes are 40, the Nays are 16,
none voting Present. House Bill 18 having received the
~required constitutional majority is declared passed. House
Bill 23, Senator Welch. House bills 3rd reading is House
Bill 23, Mr. Secretary, read the bill.

ACTING SECBETARY: {MER. FERNANDES)
. House Bill 23.
(Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the bill.
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PBRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Welch.

SENATOR WELCH:

Thank you, Mr. President. What this bill does is author-
ize two different university systems to establish colleges of
engineering. The bill initally enabled the Board of BRegents
to establish a college of engineering at Northefu Illinois
University. An amendmen:t put on the House directs the Board
~of Governors of State colleges and universities to establish
‘an engineering school at Chicago State University. And I
vould urge passage of House Bill 23.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right. Any discussion? If not, the question is,
shall House Bill 23 pass. Those im favor will vote Aye.
Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all
Qoted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted vwho
vvish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that
question, the Ayes are 34, the Nays are 20, 1 voting Present.
bﬁouse Bill 23 baving received the required constitutional
majority is declared passed. House Bill 27, Senator Welch.
House bills 3rd reading, House Bill 27, Mr. Secretary, read
the bill.

ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FERNANDES)
House Bill 27.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
lPBESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Senator Welch.
SENATOR WELCH:

Thank you, Mr. President. House Bill 27 provides that
the Department of Mental Health and Developmental Disabil-
ities shall provide an in-home care demonstration program for
‘fanilies caring for mentally ill and developmentally disabled

persons. Families are not required to participate in this
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program, however, and this bill authorizes that department to
develop a training program to implement a demonstratiom pro-
gram. We believe that the total cost of this bill will be
sopewvhere around one hundred thousand to one hundred and
fifty thousand dollars. And the purpose, of course, is for
in-home care of mentally ill as well as...developmentally
disabled persons. Although the department does do some
in-home care with developmentally disabled individuals,
little is being done with the mentally ill. And that is the
.purpose of this bill is to authorize the...demonstration pro-
gram to see if it's feasible to try to...keep the mentally
ill in homes with their families out of institutions and per-
haps eventaually save the State of Illinois a great deal of
money for institutions. And I would urge passage of House
Bill 27.
.PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DENUZIO)

a1l right. Any discussion? Senator Donahue.
SENATOR DONAHUE:

Thank you, Mr. President, Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate, think we have a little disagreement on the cost of
this. Our figures show it's around four million dollars, and
I would also say the Department of Mental Health is already
doing this type of thing, they feel that the concept is laud-
able and that the legislation is unnecessary.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator...Fawell, she must have read
this one too. Senator Fawell.
\SBNATOB FAWELL:

You're right, I did. Would the spomsor yield for a ques-
tion?

.PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Indicates he will yield. Senator Pawell.
SENATOR FAWELL:

Did...did House Bill 2316 pass, which is an appropriation
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for the four million dollars?

‘PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DENUZIO)
Senator Welch.

SENATOR WELCH:

I really don't know, Senator, but on...on the issue of
the four nmillion dollar appropriatiomn, let me just say that
.the originators of this bill believe that +that...figure is
.totally inaccurate and much more than the department needs.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

‘ Senator Fawell.
SENATOR FAWELL:
~ #ell...who introduced House Bill 2316 then?
.PRESIDING OFPFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
‘ Senator Welch.
SENATOR WELCH:
‘ I think it may be the chairman of the Appropriations
Committee, I...I don*t know.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOB DEMUZIO)
Farther discussion? Senator DelAngelis.
SENATOR DeANGELIS:
Question of the sponsor.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Indicates he will yield. Senator DeAngelis.

SERATOR DeANGELIS:
‘ Do any of these programs currently exist?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Welch.

.SBNATOR WELCH: )

A program to encourage...developmentally disabled indi-
viduals to have in-home care exists. The program for men-
\tally ill staying at home has never been utilized or imple-
mented by the department; in fact, I don't know that it
éeally does exist in the department.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)
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Further...further discussion? Senator DeAngelis.
SENATOR DeANGELIS:
\ ¥ell, maybe you ought to ask the department if it doesn't
exist, why it doesn't and you might find out that it does.
-PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENMUZIO)

Further discussion? Sena%or Welch may close.
SENATOR WELCH:
I Well, if it does, it's not being utilized at all and I
don't think it...that it does exist. What we are trying to
>éo is to, as you know, get individual's care at home. ¥We
talk about spending all this money on institutions and build-~
in§ and here is something that we're trying to do exactly the
opposite by encouraging at-home care. The department says
that it's supposed to cost something 1like four million
dollars. Well, actually the aoney could probably be ‘appro-
priated from existing 1line items and grants the department
iapses at the end of each year. We don't...the...the struc-
ture of the demonstration program is one that is to be devel-
.oped by the department, 'so the extent of it, if they say it
costs four million dollars, they must have planned for a very
extensive in-home program. What we're looking at is a wouch
more modest program. The program is going to be run by the
department so, therefore, they will determine its scope and
its size. So, the...the monetary figure I think is...is a
.bit specious and...and just a debating point. I would urge
adoption of this program because I think it's something that
in the long-run is going to save the State money, it's some-
thing that we should be 1looking into and encourage the
department to start investing in. And I would urge passage
of House Bill 27.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right. Senator PFawell, the gentleman had just
closed. The question is, shall House Bill 27 pass. Those

in favor will vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The
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voting is open, Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that
question, the Ayes are 33, the Nays are 24, the...nome voting
Present. House Bill 27 having received the required con-
‘stitutional majority is declared passed. House Bill 34,
.Senator Savickas., House bills 3rd reading is House Bill 34,
.ur. Secretary, read the bill.
VACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FERNANWDES)

House Bill 34,

{(Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the bill.
”PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIO)
. Senator Savickas.
SENATOR SAVICKAS: |
‘ Yes, Mr. President and members of the Senate, House Bill
34 does'exactly what the synopsis says. And in our note from
Vthe Illinois Economic and Fiscal Commission regarding the
fiscal impact that...says that House Bill 34 would have a
linited impact on State revenues from the boxing and
viestling admission tax. In the last five years only the
Hagler-Hamsure fight at the Rosemont Horizon has approached
the fifty thousand in admission tax receipts. Apnd House Bill
34 is viewed as an incentive to attract major boxing and
‘wrestling events from the casino states, Nevada and New
‘Jersey. This was basically the comments that were issued by
Joe Mudd in...representing the views of the Hori-
‘zon...Rosemont Horizon and in their efforts to develop some
reasonable wmethod to attract major boxing and wrestling
matches to Illinois. I would move its passage.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right. Aany discussion? If not, the gquestion is,
shall House Bill 34 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye.
Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open., Have all voted

vho wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
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Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are 52, the Nays
.afe 2, none voting Present. House Bill 34 having received
Athe required constitutional majority is declared passed. 43,
Sepator Davidson. House bills 3rd reading, House Bill 43,
inf. Secretary, read the bill,
‘ACTING SECBRETARY: {MR. FEBRNANDES)
‘ House Bill 43.

(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
.PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
A Senator Davidson.
SENATOR DAVIDSON:
) NMr. President and members of the Senate, this bill does
exactly what it says, saying that you got to carry a
hfpothermic thermometer in an ambulance or have available in
aﬁ emergency room. And what we're talking about, ladies and
gentlemen, is a 1little four dollar and a half thermometer
.that does read the temperature below normal. The normal
thermometer you buy at a drug store use cannot drop down low
'enough to get the temperature when someone's temperature bhas
dfopped down to know how to treat them, and it's very criti-
>cal for that, either life sustaining or 1lack of damage to
~that...permanent damage to that person that they...this ther-
‘uometer be available so they'll know how to treat him. This
is a good bill amd I*d recommend a Yes vote.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discassion? If not, the gquestion is, shall
House Bill 43 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those
\opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who
wish? Take the record. On that gquestion, the Ayes are 54,
the Nays are 1, none voting Present. House Bill %3 having
received the constitutional majority is declared passed.
‘House Bill 48, Senator Luft. Senator...read the bill, Mr.

Secretary.
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ACTING SECRETARBRY: (MR. FERNANDES)
. House Bill 48.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
.PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Senator Luft.
SENATOR LUFT:

Thank you, Mr. President. House Bill 48 simply
allovs...the five percent...tax in enterprise =zomes appli-
cable to subchapter S corporations and partmers. There is
lanother provision on this bill that I will defer to Senator
Bloon for to explain.
'P§BSIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Bloomn.
SENATOR BLOOM:
V Very briefly, thank you, Mr. President, fellow Senators.
What it provides for, and I think I explained it when I put
it on, that we could call it the LTV amendment. It provides
.fot exemptions from the sales tax for an enterprise that is
ini an enterprise zone and a foreign trade zome if it is tied
to the retention of two thousand jobs or the creation of two
hundred new jobs. And if it is triggered by a tax relief at
-the local government level. Anss¥er any questions, otherwvise,
.seek a favorable roll call,
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
l Is there discussion? 1If not, Senator Luft moves the pas-
sage of House Bill 48. Those in favor will indicate by
voting Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open.
Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that question,
the Ayes are 55, the Nays are none, none voting Present.
House Bill 48 having received the constitutional majority is
declared passed. House Bill 493, Senator Hall. Bead the
.bill, Mr. Secretary. \

ACTING SECRETARY: {(MR. FERNANDES)
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House Bill 49.

{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Hall.

SENATOR HALL:

Thank you, #Hr. President, Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. This is exactly the same as...as the Senate bill
‘that we passed out 39. This is the bill that the Governor
\finally vorked out everything and all people concerned. This
>is why I said at long last this is a bill. And it  was
‘amended over there and it shows that what happens is that in
territory...boundary of a city which 1land development can
Vtake place, they reduced it from ten miles to three miles.
innd...also it took out the condemnation power as that was
said in the...Executive Connittee. So I'd ask for the
‘uost.,.favorable support for this...legislation.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)
. Is there discussion? If not, the gquestion is, shall
House Bill 49 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those
opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who
‘vish? Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are 45,
the Nays are 9, | voting Present. House Bill 43 having
received the constitutional majority is declared passed.
House Bill 52, Senator Marovitz. Read the bill, Hr. Secre-
tary.
>ACTING SECRETARY: (MB. PERNANDES)

House Bill 52.

{Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Marovitz.
SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Thank you, very wmuch, Mr. President and menmbers of the
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Senate. House Bill 52 is a proposal to expand the background
.investigation of child-care facilities in the State of Illi-
nois. The proposal provides a reasonable program for extend-
ing background checks of child-care facility licensed appli-
cants and current prospective employees of these facilities.
Licensed DCPS facilities are covered including day-care cen-
\te:s and homes, foster homes, institutions and group hones.
‘The proposal in House Bill 52 provides both immediate safe-
guards at low cost to identify dangerous persons and 1lomng-
ters programs to thoroughly and accurately screem all appli-
cant employees. There'’s two parts to this bill; first of
all, there's the name check system, and the bill authorizes
the search of the DCFS Child Abuse and Neglect Tracking
‘System, CANTS. Those identified by these systems will be
further investigated by fingerprint analysis through State
and Federal computer law enforcement systems. The number of
such investigations will be small and funding. is reasonable
and I've checked that with the director of law enforcement.
Thé key elements of this part of the proposal are that the
child-care facilities must maintain records assuring compli-
anée for all their employees, information obtained shall be
confidential and exesmpt from the Preesdom of Informatiom Act,
And anauthorized release of such information is a Class A
misdemeanor. This part of the bill becomes effective October
tst, 1985, The second part of the bill is the criminal back-
ground checks, and the key elements of this are the comvic-
tion of certain sex related crimes will prohibit enployment
.in child-care facilities. The Department of Lawv Enforcenment
nill be able to update criminal records on previous appli-
cants and notify facilities as needed. The child-care facil-
ity can hire on a probationary basis until the background
check results are available. Information is confidential and
.ﬁnauthorized release, again, is punished by Class A mis-

demeanor.. An advisory comnittee including child-care facil-
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ity representatives is created to advise the Governor on fees
aﬂd implementation and for this part of the bill, the effec-
tive date is July 1st, 1987, and I would solicit your Aye
Qote for this very important piece of legislation.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? If not, the gquestion is, shall
House Bill 52 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those
.opposed vote Bay. The voting is open. Have all voted who
.uish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that
.ﬁuestion, the Ayes are 58, the Nays are nome, nome vwoting
Present. House Bill 52 having received the constitutional
mgjority is declared passed. House Bill 53, Senator
Narovitz. Read the bill, Mr., Secretary.

\ACTING SECRETARY: {MR. FERNANDES)
: House Bill 53.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
. Senator Marovitz.
SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Thank you, very =wmuch, Hr. President, members of the
Senate, House Bill 53 provides for the use of videotape or
élosed-circuit testimony of children twelve years or under
when they are victiems of sexual abuse or assault. It
\requires the court to order the videotaping of the testimony
of a child if the state's attorney make such a wmotion. It
Allous the tape to be admitted into evidence at trial if cer-
tain conditions are met. It applies to children under the
.age of thirteen who have been the victim of criminal sexual
abuse, aggravated criminal sexual abuse, criminal sexual
‘assault or aggravated criminal sexual assault. The defendant
has the opportunity to cross-examine the child at trial. And
.it authorizes the court to order the testirony of the «child

to be transmitted via closed-circuit television. Provides



Page 142 - June 24, 1385

for the child, the judge, the attormeys, the defendant and
technicians to locate im a room other than the courtroom. If
\the child testifies <closed circuit at trial, the child may
Anot be required to testify in court, that is conceivable. It
allows the defendant to cross-examine the child during the
Elosed-circuit testimony. And I wvould solicit your Aye vote
for this bill which is aimed at trying to relieve the +trauma
of a child in a very difficult situation.
\PRBSIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? Senator Barkhausen.
SENATOR BARKHAUSEN:

Br. President and members, let me express some concern
‘about vhat I anderstand this bill does. This is quite a bit
different...I should alert the members to the bill, Senate
Bill 179 that wve approved here which provided for a
>videotaping but did not at the same time allow a...basically
a repeat of the testimony on the part of the child before the
trial. This bill, as I understand it, yes, it provides for
videotaping but it allows either side to then request that
the child testify at trial. So, as I understand it, what we
bhave here is the distinct possibility that in many or most of
these situations where there is a videotaping that by having
~either side in a position to request a resubmission of the
child as a witness at the real trial, that the child could be
sﬁbjected to more examination and testimony rather than less,
and...and I...in my opinion, that sort of defeats the purpose
of Senate Bill173 that we originally approved here, so I an
'not going to vote for this bill.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? If not, Senator MNarovitz

may close.
SENATOR MAROVITZ:
Just...thank you, very much Mr. President. Just in

speaking to that last point, the bill as originally in%tro-
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duced did not have that provision that either side could

require...of course, it would usually be the defendant,

require the child to testify at trial, that was not in the
original legislation. Judges and lawyers got together and at
the request of the bar associations because of constitutional
problems and the right of...of the accused to confront the
accuser...that is a serious constitutional problea. The
bill was changed at the request of the 1legal conmunity,

judges and lawyers so that at the request of the defendant,

they would have an opportunity to confront the accuser at

trial, that is why this provision was put back in there, and

I would solicit your Aye vote for this very important bill
for children in the State of Illinois.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

The question is, shall House Bill 53 pass. Those in

favor vwill vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is

open. Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that
question, the Ayes are 54, the Ways are 1, 1 voting Present.

House Bill 53 having received the constitutional majority is

declared passed. House Bill 54, Senator Lemke. House Bill

60, Senator Vadalabene. Read the bill, Mr. Secretary.

ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FEERNANDES)
House Bill 60..

{Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the bill.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Vadalabene. .
SENATOR VADALABENE:

Yes, House Bill 60 would allow members of the Downstate

Pirefighters' Pension System to receive a refund on their

contributions if the wmeamber has been on involuantary,

nondisciplinary layoff for more tham a hundred and eighty
days. From the Illinois Economic and Fiscal Commission, the

costs of permitting refunds or contributions would be rela-
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tively minor, and I would approve an affirmative vote.
.PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? If not, the gquestion is, shall
House Bill 60 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those
opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who
;ish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that
.qﬁestion, the Ayes are 53, the Nays are nore, none voting
‘éresent. House Bill 60 having received +the constitutional
néjérity is declared passed. House Bill 62, Senator Bérman.
Read the bill, Mr. Secretary.
\ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. PERNANDES)

House Bill 62.

(Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Berman.
SENATOR BERMAN:
h Thank you, Mr. President., House Bill 62 and House Bill
90 which we'll address in a few ninutes are two of about four
or five bills that have come out of the House sponsored by
.their Connittee on Elementary and Secondary Education which
\afe the basis of the reforms package as...molded by the House,
-In our committee we have deleted the matters that were dupli-
céte of bills that we have already previously passed out of
‘the Senate. These bills will not be the final form that we
will see. #e are involved in negotiations at the present
‘tiue regarding the final version of the education reform
\package. I would solicit your Aye vote so that these matters
are...¥ill continue to be under discussion.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
. Is there discussion? If not, Senator Berman moves pas-
sage of House Bill 62. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those
§pposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who

vish? Take the record. On that guestion, the Ayes are 56,
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the Nays are none, none voting Present. House Bill 62 having
réceived the coastitutional wajority is declared passed.
ﬁouse Bill 66, Senator Watson. House Bill 71, Senator
Poshard. Read the bill, ¥r. Secretary. For what purpose
dées Senator Smith arise?

SENATOR SHMITH:

Thank you, ¥r. President. 1I'm SO SOILrY...Senate...House
Bill...60, I was called to the telephone and I would have
voted Aye on that, would you please register me...Aye vote on
60,
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATDR SAVICKAS)

The record will so indicate.
_SENATOB SMITH:

Thank you.
ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FERNANDES)

House Bill 71.

{(Secretary reads titlé of bill)

3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
- Senator Poshard.
SENATOR POSHARD:
o Thank you, Mr. President, Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. House Bill 71 amends the Biver Conservancy District
~Aét and the Election Code to provide for nonpartisan election
rather than the appointment of trustees to the board. The
specific district included im this bill encompasses two coun-
ties and the representation would be the same as is presently
being served. The only difference is that this bill will
provide for the election rather the appointment of trustee
ﬁembets. This...this conservancy district has been author-
ized to issue its own industrial revenue bonds, it has a
sizable industrial park. It handles literally millions of
dollars each year im taxpayers' money, it has an intercity

wvater system,...comprehensive recreational system. Many
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people have called me on this bill wanting this board to be
aﬁ elected board rather than appointed, and I would move for
your consideration of this bill and...and your support of the
.Sill.
.PRBSIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Is there discussion? Senator O'Daniel.

SENATOR O'DANIEL:
- Yes, would the sponsor yield?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
) He indicates he will,
SENATOR O'DANIEL:
o Senator Poshard, who wants this bill?
PBRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

. Senator Poshard.
SENATOR POSHARD:

Well, as I've indicated, Senator O'Daniel, many people in
the districts served by the...Rend Lake Conservancy District
uénts the bill. I've had several phomne calls ir favor of the
bill. The director of the conservancy district has said that
he would remain neutral on this, but we've had many calls on
ﬁhe bill, many people in favor of the bill.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
- Senator O'Daniel.
.SENATOR O*DANIEL:

Yes, then what about the...the county board in Franklin
County that...that wrote me a letter...I mean, then your
.county in...in opposition to this bill? And I nwmight say
‘that...the House sponsor has even contacted the news media
and asked them to contact me and I haven't had omne call
iﬁ...in...in support of this bill. And there is three coun-
ties in this and tvo of those counties are located within ny
legislative aod my senatorial district and...and my people
are all opposed to it. And why would you single out

one...one district in the State and ask it to be elective
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_uhen all the other districts in the entire State are
aépointed?
éRBSIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
\ Senator Poshard.
SENATOR POSHARD:

Senator O'Daniel, I believe the part of Hamilton County
was taken out of this bill over 1in the House. It was
ahended, but Jefferson County is included in your district.
As I had pointed out before, this conservancy district
differs than most conservancy districts in that it handles a
great deal of money, it has its own industrial park, it
issues its own industrial revenue bonds, it has a large
_recreation complex which 1is currently vwe're trying to
Vdévelop...to induce industry to come in and develop around
itﬂat lake..+.it handles a lot of taxpayers' money and we're
just in support of the bill.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator O'Daniel.

SENATOR O*DANIEL:

Then would you be willing to...amend this bill or...or
have another bill that would make it applicable to all...all
conservancy districts in the State?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Poshard.

SENATOR POSHA&D:

Well, I can't speak for the other conservancy districts
in the State, I cam only speak for this ome, and I think the
majority of the people that are served by this district want
this...this board to be elected rather than appointed because
of the nature of its responsibilities.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
- Senator O*'Daniel.
SENATOR O'DANIEL:

«»+1 want to disagree with you, and another thing, you
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need %o know what the...where the district is, Hamilton
County isn't in the district but Wayne County and Jefferson
.in my district and Franklin County in your district are the
‘three counties that are involved with the Rend Lake
.Conservancy District. And I happen to be involved with +his
back years ago when it was...when the...during the formation
Af this...this district. And this...this district furnishes
water for fifty-five different communities and municipal-
ities. And I've had mayors and county boards and business
people and farmers that called me and...and ask me to oppose
this bill, You know, and I think it's very unfair for the
House sponsor to pull this...this one district ouat and try to
ﬁake an exaaple out of it and...and subject the people of the
area...and put thems in this kind of a position. I just feel
that it's...it's a bad bill and it should be defeated.
;BESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Further discussion? Senator Rock.
SENATOR ROCK:
- Thank you, HNMr. President, Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. I rise in opposition to this. It applies, as I
ﬁﬁderstand it, only to the Rend Lake District. And the fact
.is, having had the opportunity to visit there on a number of
occasions, that's truly one of the ones that works. And the
story around here is, if it ain't broke, why fix it? I think
every area is accommodated and accommodated well by the
éresent systen. I think this is a mistake and I would arge
Senator Poshard not to pursue it.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)
. Is there further discussion? If not, Senator Poshard may
close.
.S‘ENATOR POSHARD:
. Well, thank you, Nr., President. 1I'd just 1like to ask
again the gquestion, hov many conservancy districts in the

State have the kind of responsibility that this conservancy
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district amnd the board vhich serves it havé? They take on
tﬁe ma jor responsibilities of w®municipalities. They have
.tremendous amounts of taxpayer money that they handle. As I
éaid before, it's a...it's a good bill. The people in the
district wvant it and I think the...the board would be more
‘accountable to the people if...if it vwere elected instead of
appointed. I ask for your favorable coasideration of the
bill.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

The gquestion is, shall House Bill 71 pass. Those in
favor will vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is
open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that question,
the Ayes are 2, the Nays are 53, 3 voting Present. House
fBill 71 bhaving failed to receive a majority...constitutional
majority is declared lost. House Bill 72, Senator Poshard.

Read the bill, Hr. Secretary.

END OF REEL
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REEL #5

ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. PERNANDES)
. (Machine cutoff)...72.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICERAS)
- Senator Poshard.
SENATOR POSHARD:

Well, Hdr. President, I might say, I don't always under-
stand why this Body acts the way it does. I didn't sece..a
iéhole lot funny aboat that bill but, at any rate, House Bill
72 amends the Mines Subsidence Article of the Insurance Code.
.it increases the total insured value that may be reinsured
for mine subsidence from fifty thousand to one hundred thoa-
-sand dollars by the...industry placement facility. I would
\ask for yourlfavorable, most favorable, consideration of this
.éood bill.

PRESIDING OFPICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)
» Is there discussion? Senator Keats.
SENATOR KBAT#:

Senator Poshard, I...I...I don't mean this gquestion to
give you a hard time, but how much will ¢this increase the
insurance premium that just about everyome in this room pays?
.Tﬁis was a big fight a couple of years ago. Cook County has
‘ﬁine subsidence insurance, and unless I'm wrong, there are no
.coal mines under Phil Rock's house  but he pays for this
}néurance. How much will this increase his premium?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Poshard.

SENATOR POSHARD:

Senator Keats, I really don't know. We...we've never
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been given an estimate of how much this would increase the
individual prenium of every taxpayer in the State. Senator
Davidson is cosponsoring this bill with ne. He may have
been given that information, I don't Kknow.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Keats.
SENATOR KEATS:
o ssel ReaNsssIsooI honestly don't mean it as harassment to
give you a hard time. In...the way it works is, we have mine
.éubsidence insurance unless we specifically, in writing,
write to the insurance company, a...a specific written letter
.t6 get out of it. I don't have any former coal aines in
hlencoe, I mean, as old as my house is, it...it still doesmn't
have coal mines underneath., What I'm saying is is...we're
All paying this and...and this will increase the insurance
premiums of...0f basically everyone on the State it would
‘appear. I may be in error. I'm just remeambering this big
Vfight a couple of years ago that all of us who don't have
:éoal mines pay for this insurance.
VPRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
. Senator Vadalabene.
SENATOR VADALABENE:
) Yes, I rise in support of this bill, I was the sponsor
of the mine subsidence insurance several years ago and I have
‘the first policy that...that wvas wvwritten. If it...if my
Qémory serves me right, the policy costs approximately ten
\dollars a year. It's not an exorbitant cost and I don't
‘believe it would affect very many people who have to
buy...mine subsidence insurance; however, you don't have to
.buy it, so that if the people in Chicago don't want the
insurance, you know, just tell them to take if off of your
~>policy. This is a good bill and the...homes today, you know,

cost more than fifty thousand dollars and forget this nmine

subsidence insurance for ten or fifteen dollars a year or
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whatever it may be, it is a very good investment and this is
5 good bill.
‘PRESIDIHG OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Schuneman.
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:
o Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate., I...I think this bill is all right. The fact of the
‘ﬁatter is that the people who operate the HNine Subsidence
‘iﬁsurance Fund in the State indicate that they have a three
-nillion dollar surplus ia that fund now and, in effect, what
bhappens is that that fund reinsures the private insurers who
offer you the nine subsidence insurance and...as has been
'pointed out here, if anyone decides that they don't want to
bﬁy it, they simply can reject the coverage. So, I think this
&is a good bill and ought to be passed.
-PBBSIDING OFPFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
» Senator Lenke.
SENATOR LEMKE:

' sesthe...the only problem with this bill, why should the
person in the State of Illinois who doesn't want it have to
do something about it? Why doesn't the minority of the people
.that want it apply for it? Why do...why do...because...if
.you...if...if the average person doesn't notice oam his
kpolicy, he is going to pay this premium. I mean, it's auto-
Qatic. If he doesn't reject it, he pays it. You know, itt's
like...it*s giving a...that*s...that's probably why there's a
surplus...that's probably why there's a surplus because I
would assume there's thousands of people in the City of
ichicago paying my...paying this insurance because they have
never elected to reject it, they never knew it was on their
éolicy, and it's just a way for the insurance industry to
niik another sum of money out of these people. Why doesn’'t
if...why don't the...why doesn't the law read that if you

want it, you apply, that's all, and if...and why should you
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have to not...to apply not to have it? 1It's silly.
éﬁESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

. Senator Hall.
SENATOR HALL:
. Thank you, Hr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. I have quite a...in my area, guite a few places that
have been suffering from...subsidence and I think it’s impor-
.tént that we have this kind of legislation. Now, it has
been asked around, do you want it? I...I've always been
asked whether I want it but in some places, as here, and I
-th;nk that as...it's been spoken by the previous Senator that
there is a large amount...in that and I see no reason why
wtﬂis bill should not be passed.
‘fBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

v Senator Rupp.
SENATOR RUPP:
- Thank you, Mr. President. Actually, this bill...if sonme
of as could have better recollection, was opposed by the
insurance companies, contrary to what Senator Lemke said. The
‘insurance companies did not want to do this and I was opposed
for it, I was against this thing at that time. This is just
.a-change in existing law. At that particular time, it was
.pointed out that this really was not a true insurance. loss,
éhe condition already existed. What you do with insurance is
to provide and care for things that might happen at a future
‘dage. This had already happened, that's why one of the prin-
>;iples of insurance was violated when this was passed, that's
‘uhy insurance companies were against it.
éRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
‘ Senator Davidsoa.
SENATOR DAVIDSON:
“O, ¥r. President and members of the Senate, I rise in sup-
port of this bill., We sent the Senate bill out of here which

I was the cosponsor...excuse me, I was the lead sponsor on,
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59 to nothing on the Agreed Bill List, This only gives an
opportunity, as all of you know, that the cost of...of a
.tésidence has gone up. It gives the raises to a hundred
~thousand dollars, so those of you who do live in that area
such as Senator Poshard and I, any of you who own a hoae here
in Springfield and, Sam, any of you...owD a home here in
Springfield outside of *he +tem square blocks of downtown
Springfield will have an opportunity for your property to
vgave some mine...subsidence under it at some time. The fact
ié, if you're lucky enough to not have it, you're fortunate,
‘but those of us who do have that opportunity and since it's
ialready sunk the whole street just a block over from my
hoﬁse, I'n very glad to have the fifty. I certainly hope we
;an go to the hundred so we have some possibility of recover-
ing the cost of a house due to the cost of housing that's
gépe up from inflation. This is a good bill and I urge a Yes
vote,
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
‘ Senator Kustra.
SE&ATOR KUSTRA:
\ Thank you, Nr. President. I rise in support of the bill
and I, too, would like an ansver to Senator Lemke’s gquestion,
.comiug from Cook County as I do and I see, having asked that
'quegtion, that the director..,.this is the bill now, as it's
.ufitten now, the director shall exemp* every policy issued or
”renewed in any county of one million or more inhabitants or
iany county contiguous to any such county. The way I read
>that language, that means that Cook County residents, for
kexanple, Senator Lemke, are not affected by this piece of
iegislation.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? If not, Senator Poshard may
close.

SENATOR POSHARD:
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Thank you, Hr. President. I would like to point out and
reenphasize what Senator Kustra just said. Under the Insur-
‘aﬁée Code, the director of insurance has the pover to exempt
aﬁf county from this which doesn't...is not wunderamained or
aoes not need this kirnd of coverage, so that would apply to
Cook County. In my area, so many of our small towns are
-Qndernined already. This is an important bill. The cost of
.hoﬁsing has gone up. It just...fifty thousand dollars just
siiply doesn't cover the replacement value of a house that's
damaged by mine subsidence now., I'd ask for your favorable
support of the bill.

.PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

The question is, shall House Bill 72 pass. Those in favor
will vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open.
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the
record. Oon that question, the Ayes are 59, the Nays are
\nbne, none voting Present. House Bill 72 having received the
coﬁstitutional majority is declared passed., House Bill 90,
.Senator Berman. Read the bill, Mr. Secretary.
VACfING SECRETARY: {MR. FPERNANDES)

House Bill 90.

(Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
o Senator Berman.
SENATOR BERMAN:
o Thank you, Mr. President., House Bill 30 as amended in
the Senate provides for early childhood programs as an option
ig be employed by school districts throughout the State, pro-
.vides for early childhood advisory councils and the provi-
sions as to the State Board of Education proamulgating rules
and regulations for the conduct of these programs. I solicit
.your Aye vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
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Is *here discussion? If not,...Senator Rigney.
SENATOR RIGNEY:

' I've had a number of questions about this bill. If a
school goes into this program, does it then become mandatory
for the kids attending that school?
hPﬁESIDING OFFPICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

o Senator Berman.
SENATOR BERHMAN:

. Would you rephrase the question? I's not sure I underc-

stood it.
APéﬁSIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Bigney. .
SENATOR RIGNEY:
o §¥ell, right now, the children are attending half-day kin-
dergarten. Suppose they go for this full-day program. This
is not it?...
VPRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
» Senator...Senator Berman.
SENATOR BERMAN:
o No, this not the full-day kindergarten. This is only
ab...an authorization to local school districts for early
-Ehildhood, K tq;ough 5, and it's voluntary that would
\be...funded with grants from the State Board of Education,
ﬁghet types of...of f&nding, private and public that would be
‘available and they can charge a fee for this service. It’s
similar to...to the bill we passed out of here which was
§enate Bill 707, but if you recall that, that...was a
ﬁaﬁdated program and a tax authorization. Both of those ele-
nénts have been taken out. This is strictly a voluntary pro-
.gral, and it is not the kindergarten progranm.
PﬁESIDING OFPICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Keats.
SENATOR KEATS:

Thank you, Mr. President. In comnittee a group of us
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voted president...present on this bill, some Republicans,
ééne Democrats. It's sort of bipartisan questioning. ¥We
.fénoved the mandate and removed the funding. Now how many of
‘}ou in this room are dumb enough to think that it won't be a
mﬁndate that the State will be funding within a year or two?
Now the prospective costs, if our numbers are correct, would
‘be thirty-three to forty-five million the minute we mandate
.it. Now, right now, it isn't mandated and, right now, it
‘isn't funded. I'm not really against the concept of early
childhood education, but is this truly a role for the State
or do you think we ought to tell some of the parents to get
‘éff their tail end and become more actively involved? Par-
enfs can beconme involved with this program but there's sig-
-nificant State action. You really have to ask yourself, is
~¥his the direction you really want to go? I'm not opposed to
‘early childhood education, but if you carefully read it, I%n
iﬁs£ going to vote Present the same way several of us did in
committee to say, the concept is not unacceptable, bat you
i;ﬂon and I know if we're pushing it now, it'll be npaadate
;hortly. It*s thirty-three to forty-five million dollars and
‘the next step is the parents won't have any involvement. If
you read it nowv, the parental involvement is not that strong
.to begin with. I think we got some...that we ought to be
-asking nore questions before we start saying, cradle to
grave, and this really does start, as you noticed,...when wve
say early education, you can look at the age yourself., We're
.not just talking four-and-a-half-year-olds, we're going a lot
4farther back than that. Maybe we ought to think about this
.one some more, particularly as we exclude the next step
being that we exclude the parents and the State pay for it.
PéESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Senator Hall.
SENATOR HALL:

Thank you, #r. President. Will the sponsor yield for a
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question?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)
He indicates he will.

SENATOR HALL:

) Senator Berman, would you...I noticed here, it says, it
requires school boards to employ qualified teachers...does
~;hat say to me that they’re not using qualified teachers at
Lthis time and what are you mean when you say qualified teach-
éfs?

PéESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Berman.

SENATOR BERMAN:

' That provision merely requires that they be teachers
similar to the teachers that are in K through twelve. So,
.ne're not talking about just babysitters, we're talking about
éualified, certified teachers.
ééESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

v Senator Hudson.

SENATOR HUDSON:

Would the sponsor yield?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

- He indicates he will.

SENATOR HUDSON:

- Senator Berman, is this the bill that takes the educa-
tional programs all the way back to birth?
;BESIDING OFFICER: . (SEHATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Berman.

SENATOR BERMAN;

» Yes.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

o Senator Hudson.

SENATOR HUDSON:

» It provides not only for educational programs of...as of

yet an undisclosed nature for children but also for parenis?
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
o Senator Bersman.
"SENATOR BERMAN:

Yes.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
- Senator Hudson.
SENATOR HUDSON:
o My analysis indicates there wvas a great deal of discus-
sion in committee as...as to exactly what the programs would
Le. Was there any determination arrived at as to whbhat the
péogra-s would be that we're talking about?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
) Senator Berran.
SENATOR BERMAN:
- Let me read to you from the bill so that we...so that you
can evaluate, "The programs may include but are not limited
\toithe following: programs to educate parents about the
“physical, mental and emotional development of children; pro-
gfams to enhance the skills of parents in providing for
lhéir...children's learning and development, learning experi-
‘ences for children and parents, activities designed to detect
children's physical, mental, emotional or behavioral problems
tbét may cause learning problems; educational materials which
hay be borroved from...for home use, information on related
cdnmunity resources.”
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Hudson.
SENATOR HOUDSON:
- Thank you. To the bill, Mr. President. I have had sonme
people coame to me that seemingly represent those parents who
Afeel that perhaps their children, wherever possible, should
repain at home and be under the influence of their parents in

these early years. They are concerned about the broad and

rather sweeping scope of the programs that you have just out-
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lined, Not that ideally, perhaps, some of them...wouldn't be
Af some value, but I think there are enough questions, at
‘iéast on behalf of some of the constituents that I represent,
.;sout the whole program and the advisability of entering into
i£ at such an early age to perhaps give us some concern.
NPRBSIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
- Senator...Senator Karpiel.
SENATOR KARPIEL:

Thank you, Mr. President. Will the spomsor yield?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
o I'm sorry, Senator, what?
SENATOR KARPIEL:
o Will the sponsor yield?
PRESIDING OFFPICER: (SENATOR SAVICEAS)
'A He indicates he will.
SENATOR KARPIEL:

- Thank you. Senator Berman, when you say that this pro-
gram is...not mandated but it's voluntary, I assume you're
.Qeaning it's voluntary for the school district to provide it.
‘Ié it also voluntary for the parents to put their children in
\i£, assuming that a school district would provide it; so that
éarents vho do not want to participate in that would not have
f;? A1l right, because I've gotten quite a few letters and
quite a bit of communication from people vho are very wnmuch
oéposed to full-day kindergartem, mnuch less sending their
\éhildten to school at age three. Now, are you saying three
;r did yoﬁ...did you ansver Senator Hudson that this is from
ﬁirth?

\PRESIDIBG OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
o Senator Berman.
SENATOR BERHAN:

. The bill provides from zero to five.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Karpiel.
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And are are you saying that in order for someone to

have...you're talking about school districts who provide this

program for a new born baby and that...you're...nodding your

head no., No,

PBESIDING OFFICER:

it isn't for new born babies?

(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Berman.

SENATOR BERMAN:

The bill authorizes programs...early childhood education

programs are programs for children in the period of life from

birth to kindergarten and the parents of such children. Now,

it will be up to the State Board and local...boards of edu-

cation as to what the nature of the specific program and who

it is addressing. That's in answer to your gquestion, and in

closing, I'11l expand the purpose of it.

PRESIDING OFFICER:

(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Karpiel.

#ell, I

SENATOR KABRPIEL:

just

want to say here that I think that any

school district who wants to go into this...and assuaming that

there is minimal parental participation, and you're saying

that for a

provide a prograa,

new

vide, that this

taught by a fully

wouldan't do

for

born baby, assuming a school district does
vhatever kind of a program that they pro-
school...that that...age level has to be
certified teacher? A day-care teacher

a...for a new born baby? I mean, we’re

not...I mean, there are day-care facilities in this State

that have teachers that...there at the day-care facilities

who are college graduated teachers who are in the field of

day care, and you're saying that for a six-month-old baby or

a year-old baby tha* we have to have fully certified teachers

to provide this service. I thiank this whole program is...is

silly vhen we've got our own from K through twelve that we

haven*t gotten

figured out yet, we don't have funded prop-
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erly, ve don't have the kinds of...we're not turning out kids
;ho can read and write, ve're trying to reform education and
now we're going to get into birth to five-year-old with fully
accredited teachers to provide what to a six-sonth-old baby?
AI think this is silly and se should defeat it.
éRBSIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Purther discussion? Senator Collinms,

SERATOR COLLINS:

- A gquestion of the sponmsor.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIO)
. Indicates he will yield. Senator Collins.
SENATOER COLLINS:
B Senator,..,.is there any specific criteria for which one
would...would...the services would be provided for all or is
.it just open to any and everyone if a school district decides
\that it would like to offer this program? 1Is it for everyome
.uﬂo wish to participate or is there any specific criteria
with a specific purpose for dealing with families and chil-
.dren of that age?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

. Senator Berman.
SENATOR BERMAN:
C I'm...I'm not totally clear on what your gquestion is.
Let wme indicate to you that it involves the children and
iheir parents, that’s a requirement; that the district is
~féguited to coordinate the programs with other educational
.programs, that the...the State Board of Bducation shall
pfonulgate rules and regulations implementing the provisions
bf this Act. I...I'm not sure if that answers your gquestion
Or not.
bBESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)
N Senator Collins.
SENATOR COLLINS:

Can...can we assume though that in those rules...that the
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bill authorized the board to...to0...to establish some rules
vénd regulations, can't we then assume that part of that would
Qe to establish some kind of criteria in terms of...of prior-
iiy or need or of people that would be served, because I
vddn't think you could serve every family with a child £rom
zero to five years old. I...1 just don*t think you'd be able
tb do that, but I do think that that is a tremendous concept
and there are a 1lot families and especially in those...in
cases vhere we're talking about the number of single families
Aﬁnd...and young mothers...having children at very young age
;nd not being able to understand how *o be a good pareant or
.how to raise the children. I think this kind of a progran
would be a tremendous attribute to that...that kind of
family. There are other circamstances also +hat I think
uﬁuld be a good idea. I think the prograa would go if we
just kind of look at it in that vein and bhave a specific
ﬁsjective by which we wish to accomplish and it can do that,
Abut just to leave it wide open, you may find yourself in some
;roblems.
fBESIDING OPFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

All right, further discussion? Senator Poshard.

SENATOR POSHARD:

- Senator Berman,...I understand the intent of this bill
and every research study that I've read says that there's
frenendous gain to be realized from starting children at a
‘very early age in education, but...and I guess I'm concerned
.about the logistics of working this out in the rural areas.
In your discussions aroand the State in your commission, how
would we work this out in the rural area where ve're putting
three-year-olds or two-year-olds or whomever on the...on the
bus and transporting them twenty miles already to school.
>Hou do we get those children involved in this?

\éBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Berman.
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éznaron BEBMAN:
‘: That*s exactly the reason why the...the program is local
district controlled and oriented. These local district aust
e;aluate as %o whether they think that an early childhood
btogram, and we're talking about, realistically, probably
ghree-, four- and five-year-olds, whether that type of a pro-
‘gral would wmake sense for their constituents, and if it can
be both logistically and educationally worked out,
this...this Act authorizes it.
'PBBSIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

' Senator Poshard.

SENATOR POSHARD:

Well, sir, would this.,..would this not tend to be more
favorably disposed to where those that live in the city where
it's a simple matter of, perhaps, walking two or three block
l;ith your «child to engage them in a program like this. I
mean, the logistics could be worked out there =much amore
simply than in the rural areas, and I would tend to think
£hat the majority of the programming for an effort like this
.wbuld exist in the...in the urban areas and not out inm...in
vélaces like ay district.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)
o Senator Bernan.

SENATOR BERMAN:

» I...I can't comment whether it would or whether it
vouldn*t, that...you know your district, I knov mine. I
“thnk it would be valuable in ay district.
.PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

' Further discussion? Senator Holmberg. Senator Holmberg.
SENATOR HOLMBERG:
- If I night comment,...thank you, Mr. President. When
we're talking about programs for parents and children, I
-think they could be done in a variety of ways. I know that

many other States have, for instance, had a home visitor pro-
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gram which is something the rural areas might be able to tie
in£o. It's not necessary under a program like this to bring
ciildren anyplace. They could even be left in their home and
eﬁployees of the school district actually visit and introduce
play materials and ideas for good parenting right into the
hémes.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

» Further discussion? Senator Berman may close.

SENATOR BERMAN:

A Thank you, ladies and gentlemen. I find the debate
rather interesting and I'd just ask for another moment of
.yéur indulgence. We're talking about...throudhout this
‘Session, education reform and every paper in the State and
‘eQery study bhas pointed out that in many, many cases the
future success or failure of a child is many times determined
by the time that child reaches the third grade of grammar
school. Now, we say to ourselves, what has to be done in
order to give children the best shot at succeeding in school?
And just starting them at kindergarten in today's society
.mény times is not sufficient. If we bhad the stable families,
£he two-parent-families, the one parent at home families that
.wé had thirty years ago or twenty years ago and before, a lot
‘of these things wouldn't even have to beldiscussed on the
4floor of this Senate, but you and I know that we don*t have
'fhose kinds of families. We have families to vwhonm the
school...parents to whom a school is anathema, pareants who do
ﬁot have a good, sound relationship based upon their experi-
ences with school, and those vibrations are communicated to
their children where the parents didn't appreciate school,
>didn't get much out of it and the children inherent...inherit
£bat kind of negative response. What are we saying with this
bill? And I thank the comments from Senator Hudson and
others where parents express their apprehension. God bless

those parents. Hopefully, they're doing the job that every
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parent should be doing and that's why this is a permissive
pfégram. And I suggest to Senator Keats that the dollar fig-
dfes you've put forth are totally fictitious. There is no
figures...assigned to this program at this point, and at the
.ptoper time vwe will debate whether there is an allocatiom or
nbt; but, ladies and gentlemen, let me tell you this, what
welre talking about is a permissive program that will be
&ecideﬂ by each local district as to whether they think
.bringing a program to the parent and the child will put that
.éﬁild on the right track, put the parent on the right track
&o encourage that c¢hild to have a lifetime of meaningful
iearninq. The Chicago Tribune dedicated three or four or five
dgys on their editorial page to this exact subject and It've
got to tell you, I read that paper every day, as do many of
}Bu, I don't remember any other type of editorial page
commitment to a single subject as they did to this, early
;hildhood education. That!s what the Tribune was talking
about, that's what we're talking about. Give the schools the
éﬁance to do something to turn around these kids that without
fhese kinds of programs are going to be losers and it’s not
iny the kids that are going to be the losers, it's you amnd I
and every other taxpayer. Whatever the cost of these pro-
grams is small change coapared to the life of public aid,
tb.,.compared to the life of corrections, compared to the
.iife of juvenile delinquency, compared to the life of the
l&fopouts, that's what we're talking aboat. Give the edu-
éators a chance to give these kids a chance. 1I ask for your
Aye vote.

P\RBSIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENMUZIO)

The question is, shall House Bill 30 pass. Those in favor
will vote Aye. Those opposed Nay. The voting is open. Have
@11 voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
who wish? Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are

35, the Nays are 21, 2 voting Presen:t. House Bill 30 having
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received the required constitutional majority is declared
‘péssed. 120, Senator Sangmeister. House bills 3rd reading,
ﬁbuse Bill 120, Mr. Secretary, read the bill.
ACTING SECBETARY: {MBE. FERNANDES)

‘ House Bill 120.

(Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the bill.
éBBSIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZ2IO)
o Senator Sangmeister.
SENATOR SANGMEISTER:
o Thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate. The
present lavw...or the old 1law used to be when you got a
sﬁeriff's deed during a foreclosure or took a deed in lieu of
foreclosure, there was no revenue stamps that had to affixed
lfo that deed. Apparently the Attorney General or some state's
Vattotney, I'm not dquite sure which, I believe the Attorney
'ééneral has rendered an opinion that if you look at the Act
\literally, there ought to be revenue stamps on there and no
;ne has ever intended that and this bill will wmake the law
élearet that there should be no revenue stamps attached to a
iortgage foreclosure proceeding or a transfer in 1lieu of
martgage. Be happy to answer any questions, if not, would
ask a favorable roll..
éBESIDING OFFICER: (SEWATOR DEMUZIO)
» All right, any discussion? If not, thé question is,
shall House Bill 120 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye.
Tﬂose opposed Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who
;ish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
‘fake the record. On that question, the Ayes are 58, the Nays
»ﬁre none, none voting Present. House Bill 120 having
received the required constitutional pmajority is declared
passed. 123, Senator Dawson. House bills 3rd readimg, House
ﬁill 123, Mr. Secretarye.

ACTING SECRETARY: {(8R. FERNANDES)
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House Bill 123.
(Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the bill.
é&ESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIO)
- Senator Dawson.
SENATOR DAHWSON:
. Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate,
Senate Bill 123 has the State Board of Education establishing
éhree different pilot projects to enter into contracts with
Atﬂe amendment for...special groups together...which such
v§ctivities as leadership and organization and development to
be included in the awareness program that we've had with
-different gang problems throughout the State of Illinois, and
‘i£ requires that one of them be in the City of Chicago and
there are two other ones throughout the State of Illi-
;ois...for a favorable roll call.
‘PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DENMUZIO)

‘ «s..any discussion? The question is, shall House Bill 123
passe Those in favor will vote Aye. Those opposed Nay. The
.;oting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who
;ish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
-Take...take the record. On that gquestion, the Ayes are 54,
the Nays are 3, none voting Present. House Bill 123 having
.received the required constitutional majority is declared
”passed. 124, Senator Lenmke. House bills 3rd reading is
.house Bill 124, Mr. Secretary.

AéTING SECRETARY: (MBR. FERNANDES)
. House Bill 124,
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill,
-ééESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
- Senator Lenke.

SENATOR LEMKE:

This amends the Code of Criminal Procedures, the section
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governing speedy trials and continuance, limits the circus-
stances of which the court may grant the continuance in any
cése alleging murder and Class X felony or a Class 1 felony
in which death or serious boaily harm was inflicted against
.the person indicative of heinous behavior or wanton cruelty.
I think it's a good amendnent. I ask for its adoption.
.PRBSIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right, any discussion? Senator Marovitz.
SENATOR MABROVITZ:

Just a... just an inquiry. As...as the sponsor said, this
is.sosthis bill amends the Criminal Code of Procedure. What
zﬁnnittee did this go to?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMOZIO)
Senator Lenke.
SENATOR LENKE:
h What coamittee? I think it was in Judiciary I, the
committee you serve oamn.
.EBBSIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)
» Senator Marovitz.
SENATOR MAROVITZ:
- You mean the comnittee on...the civil Judiciary Commit-~
tee? 1Is that the committee this went to?
éﬁBSIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
o Senator...
SENATOR MAROVITZ:
- «.othat...that you're the chairman of?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DENUZIO)
‘ sseSenator...Senator Lemke.
SENATOR LEMKE:

I didn't assign these bills and I...the bill was assigned
there and I'm sure the same people that sit on one sit on the
;ther and...
~éRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Marovitz.
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SENATOR MAROVITZ:

o I guess we should take this up with Senator Savickas who

assigns these bills and maybe I...remind him that this is a
ériminal judiciary bill not a civil judiciary bill. Thank
~yc;u, Chairman Lenke.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

. Further discussion? Senator Barkhausen.

SENATOR BARKHAUSEN:

) A question of the sponsor.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

‘ Indicates he will yield. Senator Barkhausen.

SENATOR BARKHAUSEN:

«ssSenator Lemke, does the ability to obtain a...receive

a continuance, does that apply to the State as well as to the
.ﬁefense?
éRfSIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

a Senator Lemke.

SENATOR LEMKE:

According to the staff, no, not under the speedy trial
section that we passed. This 0only...this woulde..
.P§BSIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Barkhausen.
SENATOR BARKHAUSEN:

7 The...I'n no: sure that I read the bill the same way and
the concern that I have is under certain circuamstances the
~iﬂability to obtain a continuance by the State when, for
example, they are...they have some difficulty in getting the
‘évidence that they feel they need in order to effectively
prosecute a...a crime of the type that this bill would apply
fo may, in fact, jeopardize the effective prosecution. For
-that reason, I think it's unclear exactly what we're doing
here. We...by in...intending to...to crack down omn crimes of
this kind and make sure that continuances...aren't unjusti-

fiably obtained by defendants, we may, in fact, be hindering



Page 171 - June 24, 1985

effective prosecution., For that reason, I think we should, at
léast, vote Present.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right, further discussion? Senator Sangmeister.
SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

A Thank you. Will the sponsor yield for a question?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

» Indicates he will yield.

SENATOR SANGMEISTER:
- Along those some 1lines, Senator Lenke, I think
your...your intent of your legislation is certainly laudable,
-but I have some of the sawe reservations that there are times
;ﬂen the State 1is going to need a continuance and you'‘re
éalking about, you know, murder, Class X felonies or Class 1
felonies, you're talking about the high end which are the
serious offenders. What...I noticed by the...the Calendar
tﬁat it says, "Yprovides for exceptions.” Can you give ne
a;..an exception where a State could get a continnance?
EBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

. Senator Lemke.

SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

I know they're under the...

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

h Whoop, Senator....Senator Sangmeister. . Semnator...Senator
Lermke.

;éNATOB LEMKE:

According to the exception, unless the court expressly
states its reason for finding that the ends of justice served
bf the granting of such countinuance outweighs the best
iﬁterest to the public, the defendant in a speedy trial; and
-these are the factors they consider, wvhether a continuance is
érobably necessary to make the proceedings possible to avoid
a miscarriage of justice, where the case is so conplex that

it is unreasonable to expect the adequate preparation for
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pretrial proceedings or for the trial itself without a con-
éinuance, whether failure to grant a continugance
.ubuld...uould deny the defendant reasonable time to obtain
eounsel, unreasonable denied the defendant of the State to
continue of counsel or deny counsel for...for either party
lthe reasonable time necessary for effective preparations
taking into account the exercise of due diligence.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion?

SENATOR LEHKE:

‘ ...therefore, under this, the State can't...request that
continuacnce, What this does is prohibits the granting of
éﬁch continuances due to the general congestion of the court
galendar or the state's attormey's lack of diligent prepara-

.
tion or failure to...obtain available vitnesses.
éBBSIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Well,..,all right, further discussion? If we're going
to rTead every bill, we're going to be in trouble., Senator
Sangmeister.
éEHATOR SANGMEISTER:
~ I agree with you on that, but one other question, then
I'm done. 1It's been indicated to me that perhaps this has to
Se pleaded in the inditement wvhen it's originally...drafted
oé you cannot bring this motion at a later date?
éBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

. Senator Lemke.

SENATOR LENKE:

» According to this, it must be pleaded in the inditement
as follovs. It's a murder or a Class X felony or a Class 1
felony in which death or serious bodily harnm was
iﬁflicted.,.against a person indicative of a heinous behavior
and wanton cruelty, that they wmust plead in the pleadings.
It's not just amy Class X or Class 1, it®*s only in...in

regards to a henious crinme,
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right, further discussion? Senator Keats.
SENATOR KEATS:

Thank you, ¥r. President. 1I'm reading our analysis amd I
hope some of my Republican brethern are...are reading their
Aanalysis here. I want to tell you, this bill reads an awful
lot better in the analysis than some of the comments being
ﬁade on the Floor. I want to tell you, unless the analysis
'is in error, this bill is probably a pretty good deal for
some of your constituents. How many times have you talked to
‘a constituent who says, this trial has beemn running .on for
two and a half years or whatever? Now this...remember, this
‘just deals with heinous crimes, this is not petty, 1little
ﬁothing crimes, these are serious crises. Take a look at
your analysis and figure out the kind of crimes he's talking
about. This is not shoplifting. They’re serious crimes, and
he;s saying yoq can’t get a continuance unless and there are
about three items here listed that you can get them and then
reasons why you can't get them, and one of the reasons why
.yon can’t get thema is if the lawyer didn®t do his homework.
I mean, I...ve had one case that we showed up at and...try
this on for size, no defense...I mean, the other attorney
ﬁever even showed up, they granted a continuance after some
guy who is an hourly worker, who is a witness of a crine,
droven in from his home, took what turned out to be almost an
entire day off from work, didn't get paid a dime 'cause he's
trying to be a diligent citizen. The other side, the lawyer
ﬁevet shoved up and they grasted him a continuance, and all
ve're saying is that as you look at it, it might set a prece-
dent. Our judges are notorious for...oh, you got to blow
.your nose, here’s a continuance. BRead your analysis and see
.nhat you think.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right, further discussion? Senator Geo-Karis.
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SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate,
briefly to tell you that this...this is a good bill and this
will encourage the prosecution of some offenses since it*ll
be more difficult to get a continuance and it is about time
ve get some of these cases on the road and get rid of thea in
;ourt. I speak in favor of the bill.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

A1l right, further discussion? Senator Lemke may close.
SENATOR LEMKE:

what this bill does is jJust simply...tightens up
the...the automatic continuances that are graanted to these
.géinous crime felons and lets the court make the decision and
lets...let the parties explain the circumstances for giving
ihese continuance in a court of law iastead of just having it
&one. automatically. I think it*s a good lawv and it only
applies to these c¢rimes that are heinous and which the
ééople...the public are very upset about. I think it's the
best that these crimes should be prosecuted gquickly. Thank
you...I ask for a favorable vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Question is, shall House Bill 124 pass. Those in favor
vill vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open.
ﬁave all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Senator
Savickas. Have all voted who wish? Take the record. on
.éhat question, the Ayes are 46, the Nays are 4, 7 voting
Pfesent. House Bill 124 having received the required con-
stitutional majority is declared passed. Page 4, we have now
handled eighteen bills. House Bill 131, Senator Darrow.
House bills 3rd reading, House Bill 131. MNr. Secretary, read
the bill.

-ACTING SECRETARY: (MR, FERNANDES)

House Bill 131.

(Secretary reads title of bill)
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3rd reading of the bill.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)
' Senator Darrow.

SENATOR DARROW:

‘ Thank you, Mr. President. House Bill 131 provides that
the Supreme Court may establish administrative programs under
;Sich circuits designated by the court may acquire essential
administrative personnel, equipment and supplies to assist
+he chief judge of the circuit in fulfulling his constitu-
tional mandate. I'd ask for a favorasle vote.
éBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right, any discussion? Senator Schuneman.
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Question of the sponsor, Nr. President.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Indicates he will yield. Senator Schunesman.
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:
. Senate Amendment No. | apparently added in Cook County
and DuPage County into the bill. Our analysis originally
indicated that the financial...or the fiscal impact of the
bill was about seven hundred and fifty thousand dollars a
year for the full year. How much would Amendment No. 1 cost?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
- Senator Darrow.
SENATOR DARROWN:

If you will recall when we were in committee, Senator
"pate® Philip's gquestion about <the possibility of adding
>DuPage County in. After discussing it further, I added
DuPage County. Senator Delngelis then asked about Cook
.County, and Senator Rock, and so we added Cook éounty, so we
have the entire State covered. The amount of money that this
will cost will be depending entirely on the Illinois General
Aésembly because we're the ones that appropriate the money

for the coarts. I really don't know how @nmuch additional
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funds would be requested by the Supreme Court, but if they
vreguest it, that does not necessarily mean wve're going to
appropriate it.
PéBSIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Schuneman.
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Well, I...I really don't think that is very responsive to
the question, and I understand the people who asked about
-tﬁis particular amendment, but I guess the members ought %o
be aware that what we're doing here is setting up a systen
under which the chief circuit judge in each circuit will be
.Able to hire his own staff, set up office arrangements,
apparently, and that the State's going to pick up the tab for
.this. Wow, I'm not sure that. that's necessary. I've not
been hearing anything from my local areas that soneﬁou the
chief‘judges...are overworked in any particular wmanner and,
apparently, for the rest of the State, it would cost around
ééyen hundred and fifty thousand dollars. Now, certainly by
adding in Cook Courty and DuPage County, we're going to
increase those costs significantly but I'm not sure how much
and the sponsor did not respond really to that guestion, bat
just be aware of what we're doing here.

VPRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

A1l right, further discussion? Senator Keats.
SENATOR KEATS:

Again, to wake up some of my fellow Republicans, look at
the first paragraph under staff analysis. I would like to
ask a question of the sponsor to clarify if this is cor-
rect...is this one that allows the Supreme Court to set a
salary of thirty some thousand dollars a year for a gofer?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENMUZIO)

Senator Darrow.

SENATOR DARROW:

No, that bill is on postponed consideration, and if you
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recall, I tried to amend it on another bill and I uas‘unsuc—
cessful and I'm not going to try that again.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DENUZIO)
Senator Keats.
SENATOR KEATS:

But I'm reading our analysis and I'm trying to figure out
vho these assistants that the Supreme Court®s hiring and that
the State's paying for and the Supreme Court that won't 1let
us audit those funds that they demand from every lawyer who
practices in front of that court. What are they using those
funds for that they won't let us audit...and what are these
éuys the State's paying for?

PRESIDING OFFPICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator...Senator Darrow.

SENATOR DARRBOW:

Well, at the present time, each circuit has these offices
set up already. For example, in the 14th Judicial Circuit,
my circuit, Rock Island County has a chief judge, they have
én office in the courthouse imn Rock Island. Rock Island
County is paying the bill for those services because that's
the residence of the chief judge. Were the chief judge
elected in Whiteside County, which is part of our circuit,
then Senator Schuneman®s county would have to pick up the tab
for the chief judge who would be a residemt of his county.
These offices are already in existence. The difference is
that at the present time, the counties are...footing the bill
and it would be the county ih which the chief judge resides,
not even the entire circuit. So, there's no...no equity and
on top of it, these services are...or these offices...the
chief judge is mandated under the Coanstitution to have these
admipistrative...programs and power, so we're fulfulling a
constitutional mpandate, but you're fight, ve are shifting it
from the county in which the chief judge resides to the

State.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Keats.

SENATOR KEATS:

Finishing the gquestion, I appreciate that candor. Right
now, and...and for a minute, and...and...you know, I'ms not a
lawyer, I'm honest, I work for a living. What...whatea..in
térms of the court expenses, the State doesn't pay a hundred
percent of these expenses. I know some of the counties do
it. Why are ve shifting a hundred percent of the expense to
the State or is that normal in this case? I mean, I don't
understand why the State is picking up a hundred percent
instead of the county sharing some. I...I mean, it seems to
me this is not our expense, these are county circuits and the
counties normally pay parts of the various salaries within
the court systen.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENMUZIO)

Senator Darrowe.

SENATOR DARROW:

Well, the Constitution mandates that the chief judge
exercise general administrative authority, and I assume in
following that, that that would require...the Constitation
wvould then follow that we should fand it and...from the State
level. However, another argument can be made that as long as
the counties are paying it, that's our real estate property
tax that*s going to pay for these offices, and I, for oame,
would like to get the...get the burden off the property owner
for these offices and put it on the State.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right. The question is, shall House Bill 131 pass.
Those in favor will vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The
voting is open, Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that
gquestion, the Ayes are 41, the Nays are 16, none voting

Present. House Bill 131 having received the required comn-
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stitutional wmajority is declared passed. 142, House bills
3rd reading, House Bill 142, Hr. Secretary.
ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. PERNANDES)

House Bill 142,

(Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Bloom.
SENATOR BLOON:

Thank you, Mr. President and fellow Senators. House Bill
142 reinstitutes a program that we had prior to the Emergency
Budget Act of 1982, and it provides for State gramts to cer-
tain enumerated public radio and TV stations im Illinois by
-pernitting an eligible station to certify to the State Comp~
troller it*s actual operating costs for the prior fiscal year
and then it would serve as the basis for the grant.
Secondly, the bill sets up two grant pools with seventy-five
percent of the funds going to public television stations and
tventy-five to public radio, and operating grants would be
pro rata. I would answer any questions that you may have,
otherwise, solicit your vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Rock.
SENATOR ROCK:

Thank you, Mr. President. And every once in awhile,
there's a good idea that comes along. This happens to be
one. I urge an Aye vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

All righ%t. Question is, shall House Bill 142 pass. Those
in favor will vote Aye. Those opposed Nay. The voting is
open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that question,
the Ayes are 54, the Nays are 3, none voting Present, House

Bill 142 having received the required constitutional majority
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is declared passed. House Bill 156, Senator Vadalabene.
House bills 3rd reading, House Bill 156, Mr. Secretary, read
the bill.
ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FERNANDES)

House Bill 156.

(Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Vadalabene.
SENATOR VADALABENE:

Yes, thank you, Mr. President and menbers of the Senate.
House Bill 156 would extend the applicability of the Act to
firefighters employed by universities. Currently, most of
these firefighters are covered by the University Civil
Service Merit Code for personal actions; however, the provi-
sions of the Merit Code do not specifically address the
disciplinary issues covered by the Firemen'®s Disciplinary
Act.. University firefighters would continue to be covered by
the Merit Code for nondisciplinary matters. I know of no
opposition to the bill. t is sponsored by the Associated
Pirefighters and I would...appreciate a favorable vote.
PRESIDING OFFPICER: {(SENATOR DENUZIO)

Any discussion? Any discussion? If no%t, the question
is, shall House Bill 156 pass. Those in favor vote Aye. Those
opposed vote WNay. The voting is open., Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are 58, the Nays
are none, none voting Present. House Bill 156 having
received the required constitutional majority is declared
passed. House bills 3rd reading is House Bill 157, Mr.
Secretary, read the bill.

ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FERNANDES)

House Bill 157.

(Secretary reads title of bill)
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3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Davidson.

SENATOR DAVIDSON:

Mr. President and members of the Senate, the bill does
exactly what the Calendar says. Appreciate a favorable vote.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Any discussion? Senator Rupp.

SENATOR RUPP:

Thank you, Mr. President. It seems that in this partic-
alar case when, yoa know, we're giving quite a bit of time
this Session to safety, to helping people, to making sure
that we take care of folks properly, but here®s-a bill that
increases the speed limit, and it just doesn't seem to be any
discussion on it, The other thing I wonder about, this bill
does have to do with speedy things and it seems like it might
speed back here with some other provisions in it. I would
like to ask the spomsor if there are any intentions of adding
any other items to this bill.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Davidson.

SENATOR DAVIDSORN:

I domn*t have any plans of adding any itea to this bill,
Senator Rupp. What someone else may do and since the House
SpONSOr...it started in the House, what his plans are or not,
I can't ansver that.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Rupp.

SENATOR RUPP:

8y questions was not what you vere intending to do, but
do you know of any?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Davidsona.

SENATOR DAVIDSON:
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No one has discussed any further amendment to this bill
with me.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Rapp.

SENATOR RUPP:

Just a yes or no, Senator Davidson.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Davidson.

SENATOR DAVIDSON:

Well, Senator Rupp, I just told you, you asked me do I
know, and the answer is no.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? If not, the question is, shall House
Bill 157 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those opposed
Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have .all voted who
wish? Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are 44,
the Nays are 10, 2 voting Present. House Bill 157 having
received the required constitutional majority is declared
passed. 164, Senator Jeremiah Joyce. House bills 3rd
reading is House Bill lﬁu, Mr. Secretary, read the bill.
House Bill 164, Mr. Secretary.

ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FERNAMNDES)
. House Bill 164, .
(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Joyce. 164, Mr. Secretary.
SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:

Thank you, Mr. President and menbers of the Senate.
House Bill 164 provides that the widow of an active Chicago
fireman may elect to receive a pension equal to fifty percent
of the retirement annuity the deceased fireman would have

been eligible to receive. PRemoves the requirement that an
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adopted child to be eligible for benefits nust have been
adopted before the fifeman reached fifty years of age and
removes the prohibition against paying ordinary disability
benefits for alcoholisa and VD and exeapts the bill froam the
State Mandate's Act. I know of no opposition to the bill,
and I ask for your support.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEHUZIO)

Any discussion? Any discussion? If not, the question is,
shall House Bill 164 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye.
Those opposed Nay., The voting is open. Have all voted vwho
wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Take the record. Oﬁ that question, the Ayes are 55, the Nays
are 1, none voting Present. House Bill 164 having received
the required constitutional majority is declared passed.
181, Senator Hetsch. House bills 3rd reading, House Bill
181, Mr. Secretary, read the bill, please.

ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FERNANDES)
House Bill 181,
(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Senator Netsch.
SENATOR NETSCH:

Thank you, Mr...HMr., President. House Bill... 181 does two
things. It equalizes the signature requirements for noainat-
ing those who are running for the office of ward committeemen
and township conmitteemen both to five percent. The court had
invalidated a prior position that had a larger requirement
for one than for the other, and it also eliminates the maxi-
mum requirement. The 7th Circuit had held that...that
was...could not be enforced by removal of the candidate's
name from the ballo*. So, for all practical parposes, it is
also an invalid provision. I would be happy to answer gques-

tions. If not, I would solicit your support.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENMUZIO)

All right, any discussion? Senator Kelly.
SENATOR KELLY:

Mr. President and members of the Senate, I just want to
point out that there vas an effort made to try to imcrease
this percentage from five to ten percent. The court had
stated that there should not be a difference and we had
attempted to amend this legislation to actually increase the
township rather than ward committeemen percentage from five
percent to ten percent, that...effort failed. W#e have other
legislation later on addressing this same issue, and I intend
to oppose this measure.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Dt!Arco.
SENATOR D'ARCO:

Thank you, Mr. President. I rise in strong opposition
to this bill, What we did, and I think it's a more reason-
able approach, ve increased the base of the number of people
that could gqualify to petition for the office of ward coa-
mitteeman amd that is the nmore reasonable approach to this
problem. All we're doing is allowing frivolous candidates to
get on the ballot and then a more responsible candidate has
to spend mnmore *%time, more money, more effort simply because
the person he's running agaimst can't get the required nuamber
of votes. If you're a responsible person, you should be able
to get the required number of votes and you should be able
to...get the required nusber of signatures in order to gqual-
ify to be on the ballot in the first place. Welve addressed
this problem in Senator Kelly's amendment. #e are all ready
to vote a different formula, but there's no need to make it
as easy as possible so anybody in the world can get on the
ballot. I strongly oppose this approach and we're doing a
disservice to the voters of the State of Illinois.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
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Further discussion? Senator Netsch may close.
SENATOR NETSCH:

Thank you. If you want to change the base, that is pend-
ing in some other bills and you will have another oppor-
tunity. #®hat this does and it does only that is to equalize
the signature requirement between wvard anrd township com-
mitteemen to five percent across the board, and if that seens
like a high figure to you, I amight mention, for example, that
candidates for State Central Conmittee, which is a nuch
larger area than a ward or a township, need file only one
hundred signatures. Those who run for Congress are one-half
of one percent. State Representative need one percent or
three hundred, whichever 1is greater and so on and so on.
There is almost no office provided for in the State BElection
Code which requires as high a petition requirement as the
office of ward or township committeeman. It seems to me that
an equalized five percent is more than adequate to protect
against frivolous candidates.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Question is, shall House Bill... 18! pass. Those in favor
will vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open.
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted vho wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record.
On that question, the Ayes are 14, the Nays are 38, none
voting Present. House Bill 181 having...failed to receive
the regquired constitutional majority is declared lost. House
Bill 138, Sepator O®'Daniel. On House bills 3rd reading is
House Bill 198, Mr. Secretary, read the bill, please.

ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FERNANDES)

House Bill 138,

{(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill,
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator O*Daniel.
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SENATOR O!DANIEL:

Br...8r. President and members of the Senate, House Bill
198 reduces the sales tax rate to zero on oil field explora-
tion, drilling and production equipment and re-
placing...replacement parts costing more tham two hundred and
fifty dollars, and the reason for introducing this legis-
lation was that Indiana has no sales tax on oil field equip-
ment and it puts our independent oil producers at a disadvan-
tage down in Southern Illinois, and the Illinois oil basin
lays right along adjacent to the Indiana line, and...and this
would stimulate oil field...oil drilling in Illinois and it
would, as a result, gemerate reveanue for the...for the State
through income tax; and...and also, the bill would be very
beneficial to our...our depressed farmers through their leas-
ing and possibly oil production, and, you know, we passed
legislation out of here that would remove the sales tax froa
automobiles built here in Illinois and manufacturing equip-
ment, and I think the independent 0il producers in the oil
basin here in 1Illinois need some consideration and I would
appreciate a favorable vote on it.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUGZIO)

All right, any discussion? Senator Fawell.
SENATOR FAWELL:

Thank you, very much. Will the sponsor yield for a ques-
tion?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Indicates he will yield. Senator Fawell.
SENATOR PAWELL:

Yeah, can...could you tell me...do you know what the
reduction in the State revenues for the half of...half
of...0f Piscal Year *86 will be?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMNUZIO)

Senator O'Daniel.

SENATOR O°'DANIEL:
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the fiscal year would be froa 1.5...to two =million dollars.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SERATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Pawell.
SENATOR PAWELL:

Well, according to our analysis, it says that...we're
going to lose four and a half million dollars for just half
of Fiscal Year of...of *86. Now you double that...that's
nine million dollars. The Economic and Fiscal Coammission is
against this as...as well as the second floor. I hope my
colleagues are listening.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator 0'Daniel may close.
SENATOR O'DANIEL:

I...I feel like this bill is probably just as good as the
other one we had a while ago was bad and my seatmate here, ny
pal, he's going to be supporting this and I would appreciate
a favorable roll call.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Question 1is, shall House Bill 138 pass. Those in favor
will vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open.
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who
wish? Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are 32,
the MNays are 22, none voting Present. House Bill 138 having
received the required constitutionmal wmajority is declared
passed. 202, Senator Vadalabeme. House bills 3rd reading is
House Bill 202, Mr. Secretary, read the bill, please.

ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FERNANDES)

House Bill 202.

(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Vadalabene.
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SENATOR VADALABENE:

Yes, thank you, Hr. President and members of the Senate.
House Bill 202 changes the definition of earmnings. It allows
death benefits to be paid to the former spouse upon specific
designation by the employee, provides up to one-year credit
for accumulated sick leave, allows sheriffts law enforcement
enployees to reinstate special credit and it permits the IMRF
board of trustees to procure group accident and health insur-
ance for...IMBF members and it specifies that group health
insurance plan is not a peansion or retirement benefit for
constitutional purposes, and it has the support of the IMBF,
and I would appreciate a favorable vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIQ)

Any discussion? If not, the guestion is, shall House
Bill 202 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those opposed
will vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the
record. On that question, the Ayes are 58, the Hays are
none, none voting Present. House Bill 202 having received
the reqauired constitutional majority is declared passed.
220, Senator Marovitz. House bills 3rd reading, House Bill
220, Mr. Secretary, read the bill, please.

ACTING SECRETARY: (AR. FERNANDES)
House Bill 220.
{(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Senator Marovitz.
SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Thank you, very much, KEr. President and members of the
Senate. House Bill 220 permits waiver of the requirenment
of...the no-fault requirement of living separately for two
years when the testimony or affidavit of either spouse shows

that the spouses have 1lived separately for at least six
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months immediately prior to the entry of the judgment of
divorce, but still in the bill it says that, "The requirement
of 1living separate and apart for continumous period in excess
of two years may be wvaived upon written stipulation of both
spouses filed with the court. Any period of cohabitation
under written agreement of the parties to attempt to recon-
cile shall be included in the period of separation.” So, that
if people that have gone back together and tried to recomn-
cile, that necessarily should not toll the period.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right, any...any discussion? Senator Kelly.
SENATOR KELLY:

Thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate. I
rise to oppose House Bill 220. In my opinion, I would call
this the divorce on demand bill. You know, we all ready have
a no...a no-fault divorce law in Illinois and this is for a
tvo-year period. This legislation would make that six months
and with only one individual partaking and saying that...that
they have 1lived apart separately, and I think it just takes
awvay from family life, not only from the husband and a wife
but certainly the..,the children. We already bhave a
two...what I think is a fair and a reasonable lav now and we
might as well not have any marriage contract if we...if we
delude everything that®s in our laws, and I just would 1like
to...state these opinions and I...I guess am somevhat comnser-
vative in my views and I just...intend to vote against this
proposal.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Geo-Karis.
SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate,
about a year and a half ago we passed the...the no-fault
divorce bill here...but we said if the parties aren’t 1living

together for two years...either party can apply for divorce,
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but this bill has some very good points in it but there's one
thing I do object into the bill...ir the bill, rather, and
that's the part that says, either party hereafter six months,
go ahead and file for divorce. I think Senator Kelly is
absolutely right. I think there’s too many hardships. I
know already of too many hardships since the
no-fault...divorce bill has passed where people have been
married for thirty years, one spouse decides to leave the
other andss.it vorks...and this kind of a...can't do it Iyet
unless he waits two years and by that time, maybe they can
work out something for the surviving...the spouse who doesn't
want the divorce, doesn?t have the education to make a good
living ‘*cause she's been a housewife all her life and then
she's been thrown over for some chick twenty years younger.
Now, I say...well, I'am telling you the truth, this has hap-
pened, and also I have cases where he's been thrown off for a
guy twenty years younger, and I'm telling you the truth. I
don't think that this is good policy. I do not feel we
shonld encourage divorce, I think ve should try
and...encourage reconciliation, and the way this bill is
drafted now, either party can sign after six months and say,
well, now 1I'm entitled ¢to file for divorce and get it. I
feel that it's bad, and in all due respect to the sponsor,
this bill was voted out of committee and I didn't even know
this amendment was going omn, and 1I...apologize ‘cause I
notice I voted Yes in committee but I was wrong if I did and,
therefore, I speak against the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

All right, further discussion? Senator Rock.
SENATOR ROCK:

Thank you, Mr. President. A question of the sponsor.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Indicates he will yield. Senator Rock.

SENATOR ROCK
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WhY...why are we doing this?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEHUZIO)

Senator Marovitz.

SENATOR MAROVITZ:

I'm glad you're asking so I get an opportunity to clarify
this,. There is no amendment om this bill. No...as Senator
Geo-Karis said, no amendment was put on this bill and let ae
clarify it. We are not, n-o-t, we are not eliminating the
two-year separation period. #We are not doing that. Accord-
ing the the law today and according to this bill, both par-
ties must waive the two-year requirement of living separate
and apart. That is the law today, that is still the law
regarding this bill. The only change this bill makes is that
in the affidavit, after both parties waive it, after both
parties sign an affidavit. In the waiver, both parties, in
the...in the stipulatior that says we've been living separate
and apart for six months, after the waiver, then one party
can do it as opposed to both parties. $here they...where
both parties have agreed to waive the two-year period that
plugs in the six-month living separate and apart period, one
party can appear and say we've been living together, separate
and apart. Here's the affidavit that says we both, together,
waive the two-year period. Here's ay testimony or ay affida-
vit that we, jointly, have been living separate and apart for
six months. That's what this does. It does not eliminate the
two-year period for living separate and apart. Does not do
that.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Bock. Oh, wait...the.,.Senator Marovitz.
SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Want to point out where it's at for...for Senator Rock
and others, It's on page 2, section 2, and I cam...very happy
to read it. "That the spouses have lived separate and apart

for a continuous period in excess of two years aad
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irreconcilable differences have caused the irretrievable
breakdown of the marriage and the court determines that
efforts at reconciliation have failed or that future attempts
at reconciliation would be impractical and mot in the best
interest of the family; provided that if the spouses have
lived separate and apart for a continuous period of not less
than six months next preceding the entry of the judgment dis-
solving the marriage, as evidenced by testimony or affidavits
of weither spouse, the requirement herein of living separate
and apart for a continuous period of two years may be waived
apon stipulation of both parties.® The two-year separation
period is still in there., This only refers to...to, after
that two year...after that agreement of waiver by both par-
ties, this only refers to the six-month separation period.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right, further discussion? Senator Rock.
SENATOR ROCK:

That wasn't the question I was asking, but go ahead,
that's all right do...does the,..does the attempt to recon-
cile that now exists under the law, does that toll the period
of cohabitation or livimng...not cohabitation, the attempt to
again cohabit, does that toll the period of living separate
and apart?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Marovitz.

SENATOR MAROVITZ:

If there is a writtem agreement...between the parties.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Rock.

SENATOR ROCK:

#ell, I'm not sure I read it that way. You're...you're
also adding language that says that any time after the par-
ties cease to cohabit, any period of cohabitation under writ-

ten agreemen:t. So, you have to agree in writing to attempt to
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reconcile, otherwise, the period is tolled and the period
of...0f living separate and apart starts over. Is that
right?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Marovitz.
SENATOR MAROVITZ:

That's exactly right. What we want to do is we want to
encourage people to try and go back together and work things
out. That's the.,,that®s the point of this so they'’ll be
encouraged to go back together and try and work things out
vithout saying, well, if you go back together, remember, you
got to start the whole period all over again.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Fawell.
SENATOR FAWELL:

Will the sponsor yield for a qguestion?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Certainly.

SENATOR FAWELL:

Senator, as I remember that committee meeting, you and I
were the only ones there, and I'@..,.and Sam knew about it.
Just...can I just clarify a point. If...if someone, say,
leaves on a vacation apnd...and they have agreed, indeed,
that...that the six-month period...that the two
WaY...two-year period is...is wvaived but they still expect
the six-month period to be in existence. 1Is it possible,
under this bill, for one spouse or 'the other ¢to ‘decide
on..oI'n not going to vait the six months, I'm going to put
the affidavit in and if so, if he or she comes back and finds
she?'s divorced, can she then knock...or he Kknock out
that...that affidavit?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right, Senator Marovitz.
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END OF REEL
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REEL #6

SENATOR MAROVITZ:

The six...for...for clarification, the six-month waiting
period cannot be waived under any circumstances whatsoever.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIOQ)

Senator Pawvell.

SENATOR FAWELL:

What I...what I mean is, if the other spouse says, uait:a
minute,...he...she went in and said the six-month period is
over. 1'm saying that it's not over. Is...and...and I was
not here to0..sat0esetO0...defend nyself that the six-month
period vasmn't over, she just walked in, signed am affidavit
and said the six-month period was over while I was...you
know, out on the road selling beans or something.
ISsesisS.eedls it possible for her to come back...hin to come
back in and...

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENMUZIO)

Senator Marovitz.

SENATOR MAROVITZ: )

To clarify that for Senmator Fawell, to begin with, they
couldn't even get to that point unless she has already signed
a wvaiver of the two-year period. Okay? As far as the
sizx-month period, there would have to be a six-month period
of 1living separate and apart. If, in fact, her husband, in
your scenario, went in and perjured himself that they did
not...she could go in over and above that and have
the..,the...the agreement and the divorce nullified.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right. Purther discussion? Senator Vadalabene.
SENATOR VADALABENE:

Bev, this is Sam, when we're not in Session for six
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months, would this affect us?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further...Senator Pawell.

SENATOR FAWELL:

Ask your colleague on the other side.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO}

Further discussion? Senator Collins. Wet'll just
advise everyone to bring your pajamas tomorrow, because the
way we are going, we are just not going to finish. Senator
Collins.

SENATOR COLLINS:

LeteseI'mus.I'n really trying to understand this and I
al...¥as a sponsor and...and a cosponsor of no-fault divorce
with the two-year period. Let me ask a gquestion, I...maybe
going back to that bill as...if I recall, the bill came fron
the House and was an original one. In that no fault under
current law, we can under certain circumstances get a two-
year waiver, a waiver of the two years. Is that...but both
parties agree...after they have lived together...I mean, been
separated for how longe...

PRESIDING OFFPICER: (SENATOR DEHMUZIO)

Senator Marovitz.

SENATOR COLLINS:

»+ e before the vaiver can...they would gqualify for

the...vaiver?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)
All right.

SENATOR COLLINS:

Now...we're talking about from stage one now.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

essSenator Collins, have you concluded your question?
I...I never no whea you are concluding your guestion. Sena-
tor Marovitz. .

SENATOR MAROVITZ:
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There is a two-year period when...when parties have to be
living separate and apart, both parties have to waive that.
In either case, they still bave to be living separate and
apart for six month even after they both waive the two-year
period vhen they must be living separate and apart. So in no
case can it be less than six months and it can't be waived by
one party, only by both parties.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENODZIO)

Senator Collins. Senator Hall.

SENATOR HALL:

Will the sponsor yield for a question?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Indicates he will yield. Senator Hall.
SENATOR HALL:

Senator...Marovitz, as 1 see this right now,
that...before this is on both spouses must testify or submit
to affidavits that they have lived apart, right?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Marovitz.

SENATOR HALL:

Theese
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

...Senator Hall.

SENATOR HALL:

e-othat...now you changed it to only where one person.
Suppose that we have not 1lived apart that 1long and I
tell...and I...what's to keep me from lying to say that the
other party has been away? I =sean, I'am trying to figure
out...are you just trying to make the divorce easy? 1Is that
what the problem is?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Well, Senator Hall, at your age, it probably wouldn't

make any difference. Senator...Senator Marovitz.

SENATOR MAROVITZ:
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I'1ll try and go through this again. I'11l...I'1l1l :ry and
go through this again. Senator Hall, we won't get to that
point until both parties have signed an affidavit that they
agree to waive the two-year separation period. So, both par-
ties under all circuastances, before this bill and with this
bill must waive the two-year separation period. Then, under
this bill, as far as the testimony or the affidavit regarding
living separate and apart, one party cam go to court and
submit or testify that there has...that they have in fact
been living separate and apart for sixth months. If he or
she perjures himself, just like a lot of testimony in court
today, there's no way to tell if somebody 1lies, but I...in
this case, there's an easy way to tell if someone else lies.
If your vwife goes and says, you...we've been living separate
and apart for sixth months and, in fact, you haven’t been,
you go back into court, she's guilty of perjury and there is
in fact no divorce, but don't forget, there's already been a
waiver voluntarily of the two-year period by both parties.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZI0)

«eeSenator Hall. All right...Senator Hall.

SENATOR HALL:

Well, you know, there's a lot of question about whether
you 1lived apart. How...vwho's going to prove that...that you
have lied, that's my point.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Marovitz. .

SENATOR MAROVITZ:

The best...the best proof that you 1lied is the other
spouse. The other spouse will come in and...if, indeed, he
or she finds out that somebody went ahead with the divorce
and they didn't 1live separate and apart for six months,
they*ll go into court and that other spouse will be
in...wvorse trouble than they ever were into the marriage.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
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Further discussion? Senator Weaver.
SENATOR WEAVER:

Just going to move the previous gquestion.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

211 right. Senator Weaver, there are...there are no...no
longer any speakers that are viable. Senator Marovitz, may
close.

SENATOR MABOVITZ:

Thank you, very much. Well, the funny thing is the
important part of this legislation, not the technical part,
wvas the part to encourage people to go back and try and
reconcile, so that the period vould not necessarily have to
begin over again if parties in good faith tried to go back
and work out their problems. That is the important part of
this bill. The courts have-said, ve're having some techni-
cal...problems and rather than make both parties come in and
testify or sign affidavits,...all ve really need is one party
to do that regarding the...the fact that they've been sepa-
rated for six months. The two-year separation period still
is in the 1lawv, npobody can get a no-faault divorce in
six-months or 1less unless both parties agree and sign an
affidavit. The important part of this bill is that if people
vant to go back together and try and work out their problems,
they can do that without feeling the hammer, well, if doesn't
work, you got to start that two-year period all over again.
I solicit an Aye vote, this really...I hope we clarified all
the questions.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

The gqguestion is, shall House Bill 220 pass. Those in
favor will vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Ray. The
voting is open. Have all voted who wish?...have all voted
vho wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On
that question, the Ayes afe 19, the Nays are 35, none voting

Present. House Bill 220 having failed %to receive the
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required constitutional pajority is declared 1lost. 231,
Senator Lemke. House bills 3rd reading, House Bill 231, Mr.
Secretary.
ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FERNANDES)

House Bill 23t, .

(Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Lenke,
SENATOR LENKE:

#hat this bill does is makes certain amendments to the
Code of Corrections which were requested by the Department of
Corrections in regards to contrabands and weapons in prisons.
It also has another amendment...okay, and the other omne
attaches some bills that passed the Senate 53 to nothing. I
ask for a favorable adoption.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Any discussion? If not, the guestion is, shall House
Bill 231 pass. Those in favor vote Aye. Those opposed vote
Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take...take the
record. On that question, the Ayes are 54, the Nays are 2, 1
voting Present. House Bill 231 having received the required
constitutional majority is declared passed. Senator
Marovitz, your light wasn't on. Senator Marovitz, for vhat
purpose do you arise?

SENATOR MAROVITZ:

I guess just a rhetorical question, I guess this...this
is the bill that amends the Criminal Justice Act and I just
wondered what committee this...this bill went to, that was ay
only question.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATCR DENODZIO)
¥ell, I'm sure Senator Lemke will inform you. Top of

page 5, House Bill 242, Senator Sangmeister. House bills 3rd



Page 201 - June 24, 1985

reading is House Bill 242, Mr. Secretary, read the bill.
ACTING SECRETARY: (MBR. FERNANDES)

House Bill 242.

{(Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Sangmeister.
SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

Thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate.
Senate Bill...or I'm sorry, House Bill 242 does exactly as
the Calendar says it does. It provides that no teacher shall
receive a deduction from his salary because of absence from a
teacher's institute or equivalent...well, no sense reading
everything that is in the Calendar. In other words, if he's
got sick leave coming, he has a right to take it on that par-
ticular day, and also, a second amendment vas put on that by
the comamittee to make sure that it was tightened up the way
they wanted it, and the third amendment that was put on, as
it indicated on the Calendar, pertains to the grandfather
clause on consolidation for districts.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOB DEMUZIO)

All right. Any discussion? Senator Etheredge.
SENATOR ETHEREDGE:

Well, will the sponsor yield?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Indicates he will yield. Senator Btheredge.
SENATOBR ETHEREDGE:

Senator, would you review the last part, the part dealing
with the amendaent? Would you tell me what that...what that
wvonld do...what impact that would have?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Sangmeister.

SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

That particular provision grandfathers in the consoli-



Page 202 - June 24, 1985

dations exactly as it would in 2202.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMNUZIO)
Senator Etheredge.

SENATOR ETHEREDGE:

#ould ¢this ispact any current consolidation efforts in
the State?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Sangmeister.

SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

What it would do, Senator Etheredge, would put all of the
school districts in the same position under the present cur-
rent Illinois 1law as they should be and it would affect a
current petition, that's correct.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Etheredge.

SENATOR ETHEREDGE:

I would like to...to call to the attention of the meamber-
ship and...and I rise in...in strong opposition to this bill
and to this amendment. This is a matter which we have voted
before not only on an amendment earlier in this Session bat
in...in prior years. Wha*t is in essence the amendment which
was put on this bill would have the effect of negating a
nunber of years worth of work leading toward a consolidation
of school districts in Grundy, Kendall and Will Counties. In
effect what the amendment does is to change the rules of the
football game in the fourth gquarter. I dom't think it's
right for the...for the General Assemrbly to be stepping in
and uapsetting years of work that has been going on at the
local level in order to achieve school...a school consoli-
dation when we here profess to...to say that ve want to be
about the business of encouraging consolidations. I would
strongly urge a No vote on this bill.

PRESIDING OFFPICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

All right. ©Further discussion? Senator Jerome Joyce.
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SENATOR JEROME JOYCE:

Yes, thank you, Mr. President. I, too, rise in opposi-
tion to this. I...I think that as Semator Etheredge says,
we are...George and I are in a intramural fight here, what
helps one district hurts *he other district, and 1I'd Just
have to rise in opposition to this piece of legislation.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

A1l right. Further discussion? Senator Kenny Hali.
SENATOR HALL:

#ill the Sponsor yield for a question? Senator
Sangmeister, who wants this?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Sangmeister.

SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

What we want is equity for Joliet Township High School
who is about to 1lose a hundred and sixty million dollars
worth of assessed valuation because of a pending petition,
and all we're asking for is that that school district be
treated like every other school district in the State of
Illinois and that the people in Joliet have a chance to vote
on losing a hundred and sixty wmillion dollars worth of
assessed valuation, I night say to you, a very fair and a
very equitable regquest. .

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Maitland.
SENATOR MAITLAND:

Thank you, Mr. President, Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. Senator Sangmeister, I'm...I'm sorry that you...that
you amended what was otherwise a...a very good bill, one that
you and I worked together om and I think came up with
2...¥ith a reasonable agreement on and was a good bill. And
I guess further, it bothers me that I don't knowv how many
other places you have this amendment, but there is a bill

alive and well, 2202 which is on the Calendar, which I think
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would address this issue on its own merit and probably that's
the way vwe should do it. I...I think we're going to have to
just defeat this bill because of the amendment.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Sangmeister may close.
SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

¥ell, Senator Maitlaad, if you want to commit to me a
vote on 2202 when it's called, why then we can...we can cer-
tainly make other provisions in this bill. Jast let me say
to this General Assembly that I rise and ask for your support
on this bill, only as a wmatter of fairness and equity.
Because of the differences that you hear vhen Senator Joyce
rise and Senator Etheredge, they represent part of a...a
school district that has petitioned to take away a hundred
and sixty million dollars worth or assessed valuation fronm
Joliet Township High School. #hat that means is, that school
district will have to fire some sixty teachers if in fact
that happens. We changed the law a number of years ago in
fairness, as we should have done at that time, to say that
when you're taking assessed valuation away from a district,
you ought to be able to at that point have the people who are
losing the assessed valuation vote on it. That's all we're
asking for, let the petition go forward, 1let the people
decide, but my God, don't you think that the people that are
losing that assessed valuation have as much right to vote on
it as the people who are getting it? <That's the current law,
all we're asking for is tha*t you take off the grandfather
clause and let that be the law and let the people of Joliet
sarvive,
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

The question is, shall House Bill 242 pass. Those in
favor will vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The
voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who

wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
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Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are 28, the Nays
are 20, % voting Present. House Bill 242 having failed to
receive the required constitutional wmajority is declared
lost...Senator...Senator Sangmeister requests postponed con-
sideration. 243, Senator Fawell, House bills 3rd reading
is House Bill 243, Mr. Secretary, read the bill.
ACTING SECRETARY: {MR. FERNANDES)

House Bill 243.

(Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Fawell.
SENATOR FAWELL:

Thank you, very much. This bill really does two things.
Rumber one, it defines secondary education and the definition
says that a...it is a school district so attendance cen-
ters...center serving grades nine through twelve or grades
ten through twelve. There was an amendment added on to it
that if a...there is a shortage...teacher shortage im any
particular subject matter, the teacher qualified to
teach...the State of Board of Education may mnake an...may
make an exception to the citizenship reguirement, and they
also may make an exception to the citizenship requirement if
there bhas been extenuating circumstances for delaying the
ability of the holder of the certificate to file for declara-
tion of intent +to become a citizen. Be glad to ansver any
questions and otherwise I solicit an Aye vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DENMUZIO)

Any discussion? Senator Rock.
SENATOR ROCK:

Thank you, Mr. President. I would only point out to the
meabership that a similar bill, as I recall, failed to pass
this Senate, I don't recall, I was just going to look it up.

607, is that...sponsor will yield, is that correct?
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Fawvell.

SENATOR FAWELL:

The...yes, I guess it is, the sponsor of the amendment
says it is.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? (Machine cutoff)...Fawell may
close.

SENATOR FAWELL:

I just solicit an Aye vote,
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right. The question is, shall House Bill 243 pass.
Those in favor will vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay.
The voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
wvho wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all...take the
record. On that question, the Ayes are 52, the Bays are 1,
1 voting Present. House Bill 243 having received ‘the
required constitutional majority is declared passed. 247,
Senator Watson. House bills 3rd reading, House Bill 247, Mr.
Secretary, read the bill, please.

ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FERNANDES)
House Bill 247.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)
Senator Watson.,
SENATOR WATSON:

Thank you, Hr. President. House Bill 247 is just as it
is mentioned in the Calendar. It provides for election...of
social security coverage for township employees at a town
meeting rather than elections. This passed out of conmit*ee
11 to nothing, passed oﬁt of the House 109 to nothing, sup-
ported by the township officials. The reasom that they have

to this, in 1980 when the consolidated election law came into
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practice, it allowed...or...or said that all this had to go
to referendum. Prior to that, it was all done at town meet-
ings and we're just trying to revert to that practice...
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Any discussion? Any discussion? If not, the question
is, shall House Bill 247 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye.
Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all
voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who
wish? Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are 56,
the Nays are none, 1 voting Present. House Bill 247 having
received the required constitutional majority is declared
passed. 25!, Senator Netsch. House bills 3rd reading, House
Bill 251. Read the bill, Mr. Secretary, please.

ACTING SECBRETARY: (MR. FERBANDES)
House Bill 251,
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Senator Netsch.
SENATOR NETSCH:

Thank you, Mr. President. This amends the Autonobile
Benting Occupation and Use Tax Act to increase the State rate
from four percent to five percent on the various trams-
actions. ¥e enacted a law back in 1981 which replaced the
sales tax on automobiles purchased for use as leased vehicles
and...instead substituted the automobile renting occupation
tax. When wve increased the State sales tax to five percent a
year ago or so, we failed to increase this one to keep track
with it, It obviously was intended to be consistent with
that and this bill accomplishes that objective.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENMOUZIO)

Any discussion? If not, the question is, shall House

Bill 251 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye. Thoée opposed

vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who wish?
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Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the
record. On that question, the Ayes are 46, the Bays are 5,
6 voting Present. House Bill 251 having received the
required constitutional majority is declared passed. 257,
Senator Luft. House bills 3rd reading is House Bill 257, Nr.
Secretary, read the bill, please.
ACTING SECRETARY: {8R. FERNANDES)

House Bill 257.

(Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the bill,
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Luft.
SENATOR LUPT:

Thank you, Mr. President.,6 House Bill 257 addresses the
Illinois Incose Tax law. Illinois Income Tax law presently
peraits Illinois corporations who choose not to consolidate
their tax returns Ato carry forward operating losses. Cor-
porations who choose to consolidate, however, are not
afforded that opportunity. What we're trying to do im House
Bill 257 as amended is to simply treat for inmcome tax pur-
poses, corporations who...consolidate the same as corpora-
tions who do not comnsolidate on State Income Tax returns. I
would try to answer any qguestions from the meabership; other-
wise, I'd move for the passage of Hoase Bill 257.

PRESIDING OFFPICER: {SENATOR DENMUZIO)

Any discussion? If not, the question is, shall House
Bill 257 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those opposed
vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the
record. On that gquestion, the Ayes are 58, the Nays are
none, 1 voting Present., House Bill 257 having received the
required coanstitutional majority is declared passed. 262,
Senator Lemke. House bill...Semator Lemke, for what purpose

do you arise?
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Just to change the sponsorship on Senate bill...House
Bill 272 to reflect Semator Savickas as a sponsor and I'm off
of it. Thank you.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right. With leave of the...with leave of the Body,
is there leave to have Senator Lemke withdrawn as a principal
sponsor of 272 and Senator Savickas added? Leave is granted.
So ordered. All right. 262, is that similar request? House
Bill 262 on 3rd reading, Mr. Secretary, read the bill.

ACTING SECRETARY: (MR, FERNANDES)
House Bill 262.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DENUZIO)
Senator Leake.
SENATOR LEMKE:

This is...the reason...this is strictly a revisory bill
and the reason it's not on the revisory...the list of agreed
bills is the fact that somebody wanted to put amendment on it
which turned out to be substantive and we didn't accept the
amendment, So it's purely a revisory bill now and I ask for
a favorable adoption.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR bEHUZIO)

All right. Any discussion? If not, the question is,
shall House Bill 262 pass. Those im favor w¥ill vote Aye.
Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all
voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who
wish? Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are 57,
the Nays are none, none voting Present. House Bill 262 hav-
ing received the required comstitutional majority is declared
passed. 264, Senator Lemke. House bills 3rd reading is
House Bill 268, Mr. Secretary.

ACTING SECRETARY: (4R. FERNANDES)
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House Bill 264.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Senator Lenke, .
SENATOR LEMKE:

What this bill is strictly a revisory bill and had a
technical amendment on plus the...it was a revisory bill on
the forceable detainer actions, a request of the Illinois
Realtors...it prohibits the continuance for a period of five
days in a forceable...unless the plaintiff requests it or
the...nade by the defendant who post sufficient security. I
think it's a good bill, I ask for its adoption.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All «right. Any discussion? If not, the question is,
shall House Bill 264 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye.
Those opposed Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Take the record. On that guestion, the Ayes are 59, the HNays
are none, none voting Present. House Bill 264 having
received the reguired constitutiomal majority is declared
passed. 265, Senator Lemke. House bills 3rd reading is
House Bill 265, Mr. Secretary, read the bill.

ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FERNANDES)
House Bill 265. .
(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)
Senator Lenke.
SENATOR LEMKE:

This bill is strictly a revisory bill that was held of
the 1list because somebody had an amepndment which didn*t
clear through the President's Office as being revisory, and I

ask for its adoption.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Any discussion? If not, the gquestion is, shall House
Bill 265 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those opposed
vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the
record. On that gquestion, the Ayes are 58, the Nays are
none, none voting Present. House Bill 265 having received
the required coastitutional majority is declared passed.
272, Senator Savickas. House bills 3rd reading is House Bill
272, Mr. Secretary, read the bill, please.

ACTING SECRETARY: {MR. FERNANDES)

House Bill 272.

{(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Savickas.

SENATOR SAVICKAS:

Yes, Mr. President and members of the Senate, House Bill
272 and its amendment was put in in the old tradition of Abe
Lincoln who was one of our greatest attorneys in the State of
Illinois and, yet, never went to law school. . House
bill...the amendment om 272 would allow an alternate educa-
tional requirement for the ability to take the bar examine to
practice law in Illinois. That alternate is the ability to
get elected, serve and create and make the laws in our State
of Illinois for at least ten years. This requirement is in
keeping with about six other states throughout our union,
California, Maine, New York, Vermont, Virginia and wWashington
all have alternate educational ability to take the bar exam-
ine. In California, a...instructiom in 1law firm or cor-
respondence lav school would be one of the...one of the abil-
ities to take the law examine., To serve under the personal
supervision of a judge in the court of record im his chambers

and study under him would allow you *to take the bar examine.
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So, six states im our union have alternate methods to allow
individuals to take the bar examine. 1In Illinois, in 1983,
tventy-seven hundred and sixty-seven students applied for the
bar examine, twenty-five hundred and fifty-eight passed. In
*84, twenty-nine hundred and forty-six applied for the exami-
nation, twenty-four hundred and eighty-six passed. So far in
1985, nine hundred amd +*wenty-nine have applied, eight
seventy-nine have passed. Here in the Illinois Senate, we
have thirty-five persons that have at least ten years
service; of that thirty-five, fourteen are attorneys already.
So we're talking about approximately twenty-one people that
would be eligible to take the bar examine. There
are...approximately thirty-eight people in the House of
Representatives that would have ten year's service or more.
But ouat...of these twenty-ome that would be eligible to take
it, there 1is probably only four or five that are young
enough, that are dedicated enough, that have served in this
Body have become interested in law, not orly in creating the
law but now wish to go out and interpret it. There is soae
opposition. Jack Hayes from the Chicago Bar Association has
voiced opposition but I think that's self-serving. There has
been some concern from some of the educational institutions
that have voiced concern but that...I think that's self
serving., W®e are talking about one . or two npembers of the
Illinois General Assembly that would be interested and con-
cerned and dedicated enough to pursue a career in law, and I
think we should afford them that opportunity.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right. Is there any discussion? Senator Jeremiah
Joyce.
SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:

Thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate. I
rise in support of House Bill 272. Having served on a law

school faculty and having had the experience to be associated
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vith lav students and having served in this esteemed Body, we
are still going to require that the applicant successfully
pass a bar examine. I just want to know who those five are
that Savickas is talking about so...Jones.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIOD)

All right. Further discussion? Senator Dudycz.
SENATOR DUDYCZ:

I have a question for the sponsor.
PRESIDING OPFPICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Indicates he will yield. Senator Dudycz.
SENATOR DUDYCZ:

Senator Savickas, wouldn't it be more logical for attor-
neys who have served in the Legislature for at least ten
years to be disbarred?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Senator Weaver.
SENATOR WEAVER:

Just a question of the sponsor.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Indicates he will yield. Senator Weaver.
SENATOR WEAVER:

Senator Savickas, do you have to be a graduate of a
recognized law school in order to take the bar review course?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Savickase.

SENATOR SAVICKAS:

No, Senator Weaver, I'm...I'm really going back with this
amendment to about 1963, betveen 1361 and 1363, where
here...where in the State of Illinois, if you were a law
clerk or in a similar capacity in a law office and under per-
sonal tuition of a licensed attormey, and you could study and
take the bar exanine. We are just going back basically
between 1961 and *'63 when the law was changed that stopped

this practice and it does not preclude you from going to
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accredited law school. It just offers an alternate solution
for those of us that are creating the law here in the Legis-
lature.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Purther discussion? Senator Schaffer...oh, I'm sorry,
Senator Weaver vasn't finished. Senator Weaver.

SENATOR WEAVER:

You didn't ansver my question, Senator. I...I said, in
order to take the bar review course, do you have to have
graduated from a recognized 1law school...the bar review
course?

PEESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Savickas.

SENATOR SAVICKAS:

No, I'm informed by my advisors...my legal advisors inm
the front row that all you need is money.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Schaffer.
SENATOR SCHAFFER:

#ell, this wouldn't force anyone who was here tem years
to become one, would it?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Savickas,

SENATOR SAVICKAS:

No, Senator, it woulda't; and I'm...I'nm reﬁinded one of
our great colleagues, Noble Lee, who was a dean of the John
Marshall Law School years ago under the old 1law awarded
degrees if you had a certain number of years as a legislator.
So this practice was approved by even some of our deans of
our law schools.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Schaffer.

SENATOR SCHAFFER:

Well, I...there you had me scared, I...I was thinking
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about =&y chances for reelection if I was...suddenly becanme a
lawyer, but I don't think the time has quite come for this
tradition to reinstate itself.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DENMUZIO)

Senator...further discussion? Senator Vadalabene.
SENATOR VADALABENE:

Yeah, thank you, Nr. President., I already have an hon-
orary degree in lav and since I had that...got that degfee, I
get three or four requests from my constitueacy thinking that
I'm a lawyer, I believe that this bill would help me take
care of those constituents and start making some money. I
support this bill.

PRESIDING OFFICERB: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right. PFurther discussion? Senator Geo-Karis.
SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

Will the sponsor yield for a question?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Indicates he will yield. Senator Geo-Karis.
SENATOR GEO~-KARIS:

Did you tell...did you state earlier that im Califoraia,
for example, if a legislator has served for ten years and he
takes the bar...he or she takes the bar examination, she
can...and passes it, she can qualify as a lawyer?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO0)

Senator Savickas.

SENATOR SAVICKAS:

No, Senator, I stated they have alternate educational
requirements; in fact, California, one of our most progres-
sive states and most 1liberal states, has...I think have a
more liberal and less restrictive policy for taking the bar
examine. One...one of the items is that you may have studied
law diligently and in good faith for at leas: four years, and
it 1lists which studies shall be in a law school or in a law

office, in the chambers urder the personal supervision of a
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jadge, by instruction from a correspondence school or any
corbination of the above. 1 think we're talking about,
basically, allowing amn alternate educational requirement
method to be met for those that have diligently served im the
Legislature creating the 1au§ and have found after that they
do have an interest in interpreting the laws that they've
created.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Geo-Karis.
SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate, I
cannot feel...help but feel that perhaps maybe we should pass
this...this bill so that you can understand vhat lawyers
really go through; however, if I went ahead and...and voted
for this bill, Y think they would send a psychiatrist to ne
because considering some of the 1legislation we've passed
in...for ten years, I don't know very...that we would qualify
very much as, shall we say, area died and intelligent people.
However, I think the Senator is...to be commended because I'a
sure this bill vwill make it...itself found in Time magazine
or Newsweek 'cause it is unigque. But if you could have
assured me that California would recogmize ay Illinois 1li-
cense so I can go and live there and practice law, I'd go
along with you bill, but, unfortunately, California doesn?t
vork that way, and therefore, much as you...I...I'd be happy
to leave you...pay mny transportation but, anyway, all I'n
saying is...and @y minority leader ‘'will contribute the
biggest bulk of it. But the point is...the point is that I
do think that we do not qualify ourselves as lawyers just
being here by...for ten years. I qualify already, I've been
tvelve years but I am lawyer, but I'am telling you right now,
it pmight be a good thing to pass this bill just to see what
you can do with it but I don®t think it's the time for it.

So I vote...I speak against it.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Purther discussion? Senator Hall.
SENATOR HALL:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate, Would the sponsor yield for a question?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Indicates he will yield. Senator Hall.
SENATOR HALL:

Senator Savickas, if you remember that Senator Philip;
Senator Vadalabene and you and also Senator Newhouse, who is
a lawyer, came along and so did Charlie Chew. Now, we've
been here approaching nineteen years but the thing that
worries me is when you said young enough., #hat do you mean
young enough?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Savickas.

SENATOR SAVICKAS:

Those that are young enough +o actively pursue a new
career after they've served at least ten years here in the
Legislature. I'n sure that's...that vould more than gqualify
you, and I'm sure that as you think about retiring fromr one
career as a legislator, you may seek to pursue another career
as a progressive, proaising young attorney.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

All righbt. Further...further discussion? Senator
Berman.

SENATOR BERMAN:

I really stand in...with hesitancy because I hoped that
my comments really wouldn't even be necessary. BEvery Session
a bill comes along that the media jump on and overshadows the
other five thousand pieces of legislation that we give
serious attention to. I hope that the frivolity of the
remarks 1is actually frivolity and that we don't move forward

to pass this bill, becaase it will probably be the bill that
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everybody will be remembered by if, in fact, it does pass. I
think that there...the service in the General Assembly is a
distinguishing, honorable, challenging effort. I
vould...suggest to my colleagues, it does not take the place
of law school and I hope, although, 1I...compliment the
sponsor oan being unique and...and giving us something to
think about, I hope that upon reflection, we reject the
bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

aAll right., Further discussion? Senator Rock.
SENATOR ROCK:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. I rise in opposition, obvioasly, to House Bill 272
both sabstantively because I think it is...it does not help
any of us, but more than that, I guess, procedurally and I
say procedurally for a reason. There were a series of prob-
ably twenty-five bills which purported to be revisory in
nature and amendments have been successfully resisted to
virtually all, not all, but virtually all on the basis that
they truly wvere revisory. It was an attempt by the Commis-
sion on the Revision of State Laws to 1literally bring
the...the codification up to date, and so many of us were not
on the Floor when an amendment which purported to be techni-
cal was submitted to this bill; and more than that, let me
say that we have, in my judgment, by virtue of this action
and previous action and action I guess that we have already
done again today literally destroyed any attempt in future
Sessions to have a series of revisory bills if we are to
allow this to go on. Not fifteen minutes ago we voted on a
bill that was a revisory bill, amd I voted also for a reason,
to deny poor people, people who are unable to pay their rent
a continuance of more than five days in a forceable entry
action. I'm not sure any vanted to do that, particularly

those who stand here day after day and purport to represent
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those who are unable to otherwise to represent themselves,
but that, too, was an amendment to a revisory bill. W®hat I'm
suggesting that this is a very dangerous practice and one we
ought not get involved in and so I urge an No vote to House
Bill 272.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right. ©Purther discussion? Senator Savickas nay
close.

SENATOR SAVICKAS:

Yes, in closing, Hr, President and members of the Senate,
I would remind you that this is not a unique concept, six
other states in our union have alternate educational require-
ment proposals. There are approximately forty-five thousand
one hundred and seventy-one registered attorneys in Illinois.
So you're talking about a very mimute percentage of any new
attorneys that would be gualified to practice, and this is
pernissive, they mnust pass a bar examination, that®s all it
says. It says that if you have ten year*s service and you
had worked diligemn:tly and learned your lawmaking properly,
that you have the ability to take the law...the bar examine
to become a practicing attorney. I would solicit your sup-
port in this legislation.

PRESIDING OFFPICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right. The guestion is, shall House Bill 272 pass.
Those in favor will vote Aye. Those opposed No. The voting
is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the
record. On that question, the Ayes are 11, the Nays are 39,
5 voting Present, House Bill 272 having failed to receive
the required constitutional majority is declared lost. 275,
Senator Lenrke. 300, Senator Rock. On the Order of House
Bills 3rd Reading is House Bill 300. Mr. Secretary.

ACTING SECRETARY: {8R. FERNANDES)

House Bill 300.
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(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Senator Rock.
SENATOR ROCK:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. House Bill 300 would establish the coamanity
right-to-know and it's premised on the matter of public
policy that people in our State, the citizens of Illinois,
have a fundamental right and need to know the potential haz-
ards of priority chemical substances. House Bill 300 would
provide adequate information, we hope, with respect to prior-
ity chemical substances which are outlined in the provisions
of 300 when they are discharged, emitted or disposed of into
the environment of Illinois., This bill has been substan-
tially amended %o require only those companies to adhere %o
the provisions of this bill which are required already to
obtain a permit from the Environmental Protection Agency, and
it says that by March 1, 1987, they must file a report of...a
priority chemical report which will outline in an estimated
way, those discharges and enissions which may to the
citizenry of the county be harmful. We have amended this
bill at the request of some in the chemical industry who have
attempted to suggest, and I think with some justification,
that they are a little leery of estimates and so they wanted
a tightening up and we have done that. -And what it says
effectively is once you file these annual reports, if there's
no change from year %to year, you can file a...an affidavit
which says,...ve're essentially doing the same thing with the
samne amount of these kinds of chemicals as we did last year,
and that that information is to be compiled by the agency and
there's to be a report...a summary report summarizing
the...information which will be distributed to the chief

executive officer of each coumty and to local health depart-
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ments and to the members of the Illinois General Asseably.
We 1last year argued long and hard about a worker's right to
know...knov those substances around which or...with which he
was working, and nov it seems to me it's time to...take the
necessary next step, and the necessary next step is to say to
those companies who are required already to file for permit
with the EPA that we want to know what priority chemicals
among those eighty-tvo that are listed that you emit or dis-
charge or store on your premises, wouldm't have to draw any
conclusion from that. The fact is we have a right to know
and that’s all this bill does, and I would urge an affirma-
tive vote.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Purther discussion? Senator Welch.
SENATOR WELCH:

Question of the sponsor, Mr. President.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Indicates he will yield. Senator Welch.
SENATOR WELCH:

Senator Rock, does this include an ewmergency response
plan for the 1local conmunities in case something does go
wrong in a plant2?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Rock.

SENATOR ROCK:

It does not in that...the provisions for that kind of
plan, as I understand it, were today amended into House Bill
1436, because, as I indicated when Amendment No. l...was
previously offered, those are literally two different subject
matters and are...are to be dealt vith, in my judgment, inde-
pendently. I think once the information is...is filed with
the Environmental Protection Agency and the citizenry have a
right to go and inspect those files, and further the agency

will summarize and send it to the local health department, I
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think at that point, the chief executive of the county
and...and those other...officials who are involved can then
make...whatever kind of plans they feel are necessary.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Welch,
SENATOR WELCH:

Another question, does the bill...House Bill 300 include
any reguirements that businesses use estimates of the amount
of...0f pollution to be created through the air or in the
water, and if they are estimates, what are those estimates to
be based on?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Rock.

SENATOR ROCK:

Yes, at the top of page 5, it does call for estimates
because I'm not sure anybody can be absolutely definitive.
So it says, "Businesses shall conduct engineering estimates
using reasonably available mnethods to adequately deteraine
the quantities of priority chemical substances that are emit-
ted or discharged into the environment and contained in waste
naterials.*

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHMUZIO)

Senator Welch.

SEEATOR WELCH:

The...if the estimates are low, is there a penalty on
the...on the company for making a...a low estimate or...and
if so, what's the penalty?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Rock.

SENATOR ROCK:

There®s no penalty whatever unless the...the 1lowball of
an estimate or the inaccurate estimate is willfal knowing and
repeated. Absent any wvillfulness any knowingness or amy

repetition, there'!s po penalty whatever.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Rigney.
SENATOR RIGNEY:

Well, very briefly, Mr. President, I just want to say to
the Body that this really is not a right-to-know bill. It
never was from the outset and I don't believe that it is
right now, and if we go home and tell our voters back hoae
that somehov we voted for 300 with the idea that we voted for
right-to-know, we're kind of misleading them on the subject.
Furthermore, as I think Senator @®elch's questioning has
brought out, this is not an...an emergency response bill
either...I would do nothirg, for instance, to take care of
the type of situation that a...arose in Bhopal, it just
simply isn®t a part of this legislation, and we will have to
look to 1436 if we're going to have that type of an emergency
response bill. Basically, it's a saokestack bill and kind of
a poor smokestack bill at that, because apparently what ve're
going to be...relying upon here is a lot of estimates upon
what's coming out of these various smokestacks without really
knowing in most cases what is taking place. If we truly are
going to annually test these smokestacks for what's coning
out of there, I understand the cost for ome of these tests
can run somewhere in the range of seventy-five to a hundred
thousand dollars for one annual test. I think that is rather
unreasonable to suggest that we're going to ask business and
industry to foot those kind of costs to produce a lot of sta-
tistical evidence that really isn't going to point to any-
thing. t isn't going to be of much good to anyone once it's
been accumulated, because once it has been accumulated, it
becomes nothing more than kind of a mountain of paper work
that stops at tha: particular poimt. So, I guess, unless you
can somehow be convinced that there some...cause and effect
relationship between these emissions on one hand and health

problems on the other, frankly, I don't know what we're look-
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ing for when we're accumulating the...the type of paper work
that we are under...under House Bill 300. I think it's a
poorly thought out piece of legislation and I hope that wve're
going to seriously consider giving it a red vo:e.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

All right. Further consideration...or discussion? Sena-
tor Geo-Karis.
SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

Well, Mr. President, Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate,
I fully thought and have agonized over this bill, House Bill
300, and I thought maybe the amendment would make it a betier
bill but after studying the amendment on the bill, I find it
makes it worse. Now under this bill the big companies bave
the necessary money to gquantify, I suppose, the various chea-
icals, but still, the little companies, the little businesses
that I represent, they can't possibly afford it. We're
trying to encourage business to come in here, we also have
the Pollution Control Board that upon the proper petition can
look into all these chemicals if they have to, and I don't
know that we are going to do any better by passing this bill.
I do feel that this bill since it lacks, absolutely lacks the
response for emergency plan is bad, and not only that, there
is no planning to avoid chemical disasters such as Bhopal and
the Union Carbide plant in West Virginia...situation in West
Virginia; and I can honestly tell you that I was very close
to voting for this bill, and I wouldn®'t tell my side of the
aisle how I was going to vote, but in all due respect to the
sponsor and in...in view of the common sense approach that I
think we have to have about business *cause we can't have it
both ways, I do feel the...feel that the Pollution Control
Board is the avenue which we should go through instead of
adding more piles of paper work, because ve don't encourage
business to stay here with piles of paper work, and then I

think perhaps we can do a better job of...of safequarding the
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lives of our people, and, therefore, I regret but I have to
speak against this bill as amended.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

a1l right. Further discussion? Senator Rock may close.
SENATOR ROCK:

Thank you, WMr. President, Ladies and Gentleaen of the
Senate. I hate to engage in the same dialogue we had the
other day, Senator Geo-Karis, but the fact is all the smaller
companies about whom you're so concerned, your concera is
justified and they have beer removed from the provisions of
this-Act. 2And further I might say, that perhaps to a certain
extent, I will agree with Sepnator Rigney that it's awfully
difficult to measure with...vith some degree of...o0f perfec-
tion emissions. But emissions is only one part of this bill
and ve have deliberately said, do the best you can. Given
the technology...the companies...who are covered by this
legislation nov enjoy, give us your best estimate, take your
best shot and unless you are willful in...in lying to us
repeatedly, you're fine, just give us your best shot. But
what?!s important, I think, is that there...there should be a
way if there is not, and I suggest there is, there should be
a wvay certainly to determine and report the amount of dis-
charge of priority chemical substance into surface waters,
ground waters and deep wells, they should know what they’re
doing in that respect. There should be a way to mnmeasure a
discharge of priority chemical substances into the surface
inpoundments or into pits. If you’re throwing this junk out
wholesale, somebody ought to know how much yoa're throwing
out and there certainly ought to be a way to...to 1list +the
priority chemical substances that are stored at your facility
at any one time. I just think that...ve...we are either
going to accept the premise that the community has a right to
know or they don®t, and to label this as a saokestack enis-

sion bill is simply inaccurate. We are saying to you busi-
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nesses who file permits with the Environment Protection
Agency, that if you store, discharge, emit these chemicals,
eighty-two of them that are virtually all carcinogens, we
have a right to know. VNow, either accept the premise that we
have a vright to know or you don't, and I would urge an Aye
vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

The questiom is, shall House Bill 300 pass. Those in
favor will vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is
open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted vho wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the
record. On that question, the Ayes are 26, the Nays are 24,
6 voting Present. House Bill 300 having failed to receive
the required constitutional majority is declared lost. 304,
Senator Berman. Senator Maitland, for what purpose do you
arise?

SENATOR MAITLAND:

Mr. President, having voted on the prevailing side on
House Bill 300, I move to reconsider the vote by which that
bill failed.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right. Senator Maitland moves to reconsider...having
voted on the prevailing side, moves to reconsider the vote by
vhich House Bill 300 failed. Senator Rigney moves to Table.
Those in favor signify by saying Aye. Opposed Nay. The
Ayes have it. The motion is Tabled. 304, Senator Berman.
House bills 3rd reading, bottom of page 5, is House Bill 304.
Mr. Secretary, read the bill.

ACTING SECBETARY: (MB. FERNANDES)

House Bill 304.

(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Berman.
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SENATOR BERMAN:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. House Bill 304...is one of a series of bills dealing
with alzheimer's disease. This bill requires the Department
on Aging to administer three-year pilot project grants for
the development of specific services to meet the needs of
victims of alzheimer's disease or related disorders, includ-
ing adolt day care crisis intervention, respite, home compan-
ion and home nursing services. 1I'd be glad to respond to amy
questions. I solicit your Aye vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? If not, the question is, shall
House Bill 304 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those
opposed vote Nay. The voting is open., Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record.

PRESIDENT:

And on that question, there are 55 Ayes, no Nays, none
voting Present. House Bill 304 having received the required
constitutional majority is declared passed. The hoar of six
having arrived, we'll return and revert again to ihe Order of
House Bills 2nd Reading. If you®ll turn to page 67 on the
Calendar, pursuant to leave earlier granted, we return to 2nd
reading for the consideration of House Bill 1000, Senator
Joyce. On the Order of House Bills 2and Reading is House Bill
1000. Read the bill, Mr. Secretary.
ACTING SECRETARY: (ME. FERNANDES)

House Bill 1000.

(Secretary reads title of bill)

2nd reading of the bill. No conmittee amendments.
PRESIDENT:

Are there amendments from the Floor?
ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FERNANDES)

Amendment No. 1 offered by Senator Joyce.

PRESIDENT:
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Senator Joyce.
SENATOR JERONE JOYCE:

Thank you, Mr. President. Two years ago, when we passed
the Employee Bight-to-know Act, we acted only after a long
series of negotiatioms between the labor movement and the
employee community. As a result of these negotiations, the
in-product was a bill which was clearly workable for both
labor and employee perspective., All this amendment does is
continue certaim reporting requirements with the employee
comaunity...that the employee conmunity had accepted at that
time is @not being erroneous and requirements which aight
otherwise be preempted as a result of a Federal court deci-
sion.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Joyce has moved the adoption of Amendment No. 1
to House Bill 1000. Is there amny discussion? Senator
Favell.

SENATOR FAWELL:

Will the sponsor yield for a question?
PRESIDENT:

Sponsor indicates he'll yield, Senator Pawell.
SENATOR FAWELL:

Are you saying that what we're trying to do with this
amendment is possibly overruling a...a Federal court deci-
sion?

PRESIDENT:

Senator Joyce.
SENATOR JEBOME JOYCE:

#e are...ve are bringing this into line with the Federal
court decision. We are deleting the rest of the stuff that
was in it.

PRESIDENT:
Further discussion? Further discussion? If not, Senatocr

Joyce has...Senator Keats.
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SENATOR KEATS:

«seyou're doing away with the rest of the bill, I mean,
vhatts in 1000 you're doing away with, which I'a
hoping...what I'm saying is, is your amendment going on and
doing awvay with the rest?

PRESIDENT:

Senator Joyce has moved the adoption of Amendment No. |
to House Bill 1000. FPurther discussion? If not, all in
favor indicate by saying Aye. All opposed. The Ayes have
it., The amendment is adopted., Further amendments?

ACTING SECRETABRY: (ﬂﬁ. FERNANDES)

Amendment No. 2 offered by Senmator Schuneman.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Schuneman on Amendment Ko, 2.

SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Thank you, Mr. President. Amendment No. 2 simply allows
the EPA to reduce the number of samples required from a com-
munity water supply system serving twenty-five to a thousand
persons. This 1is the 1language which we've been trying to
work out with EPA and is basically what was included within
Senate Bill 924 that got hung up in the House.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Schunenman moves the adoption of Amendment No. 2
to House Bill 1000. Any discussion? 1If not, all in favor
indicate by saying Aye. All opposed. The Ayes have it. The
amendnent is adopted. Further amendments?

ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FERNANDES)

No further amendments.
PRESIDENT:

3rd reading. 1529, Senator Collins. Senator Collins.
ACTING SECRETARY: (MR, FERNANDES)

House...

PRESIDENT:

Do you wish the bill read?
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SENATOR COLLINS:
Yeah.
PRESIDENT:

On the Order of House...
SENATOR COLLINS:

...let me have a point...today is the last day for bills
on 2nd reading?

PRESIDENT:

Today...this is it, yes.
SENATOR COLLIKS:

Okay, them, let me say this, I would have the bill read
and then moved to 3rd reading and bring it back to 2nd
reading. Now, it's my understanding, I have some conflict,
that there is a tentative agreement, and then I®*ve heard that
there is no agreement, but I will move the bill with the
understanding that it will not move off 3rd reading till such
time that there is an agreement by all parties conceraed.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Hudson.

SENATOR HUDSON:

Thank you, Mr. President. With all due respect to Sena-
tor Collins...and I don't know that there is a thing that I
can do about what she may want to do with this bill except to
remind her that if she moves it, she does so in violation of
an understanding...clear uanderstanding we had in commitiee
that this bill which is a vehicle bill for police and fire
collective bargaining would not be moved, repeat, would not
be moved unless all parties had agreed. It would not be
moved from 2nd to 3rd unless police had signed off on it,
fire had signed off on it and presumably other parties nanmely
municipalities and others interested in this measure. It is
a higbhly significant bill, but that was our umderstanding,
our covenant, if you will, in committee. So I would simply

remind Senator Collins, with all due respect, of that under-
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standing and there has, it seems to me, been plenty of time
from our 1last committee meeting to this for police...the
police and fire to arrive at some understanding, if they were
going to arrive at that understanding which apparently they
have not done,

PRESIDENT:

A1l right. The sponsor requests that the bill be read a
second time. BRead the bill, Mr. Secretary.
ACTING SECRETABY: (MR. . FERNANDES)

House Bill 1529.

(Secretary reads title of bill)

2nd reading of the bill., The Committee on Labor amd Commerce
offers one amendment.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Collins on Committee Amendment No. 1.
SENATOR COLLINS:

The Comuittee...Awendmeni No. 1 was a techni-
cal...anendnent. I think it merely changed the effective
date of the bill so that the bill could in fact go back to
the House.

PRESIDENT:

411 right.  All right. Senator Collins moves the adop-
tion of Committee Amendment No, 1 to House Bill 1529,
Discussion? Senator Watson.

SENATOR WATSON:

I'd just like to ask the sponsor, Mr. President, if what
ay colleague here said was fact. Is it...if she pade a
coamitment, I mean, what do we have to live by here if it
isn't our word and commitments we make, and if she made +that
commitment then, I think she is...should think twice about
wvhat she is doing.

PRESIDENT:
Senator Collins,

SENATOR COLLINS:
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Yes, let...let me say that there...there is a...you
know,...a connitment to hold this bill and that this bill
will not be moved until such time there is an agreement.
Today is the last day and it's my understanding negotiatioas
has in fact been constantly going on, that there is an amend-
ment now being drafted and if we don't move it and wmove it
back, then there won't be an opportunity to put the amendment
om, that is oy understanding. So that's why
I'BeesXeselesssuggest that we move it to 3rd, then we'll move
back for amendment, but my...my commitment is still not +to
move this bill out until such time there's agreement still
stand. I will not move for passage of this bill antil that
tine.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Watson. .
SENATOR WATSON:

Okay...fine, but is that amendment an agreed amend-
ment...by all parties, as Senator Hudson wmentioned, or
it...is there going to be some problems with it? If there's
some problems with it, it certainly isn't agreed and you
ought to keep bill on 2nd reading. A commitment is a commit-
ment, I don't what else we have to...to offer...our fellow
members other than our worgd. We can't do that, why, vwe
haven't got a whole a lot.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Karpiel.
SENATOR KARPIEL:

Yes, thank 7you, Hr. President. First of all, I just
want to reiterate that there was a compitment in conmmittee
not to move the bill until there was a...ab.,..aneandeent...an
agreed amendment. But beyond that, insomuch as we have bills
on the recall list today that were brought back and amended
and then put back to 3rd, and it was stated, I believe, earl-

ier today by you or whoever was in Chair that we would no:
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vote on those recall bills today. If we do in fact move this
to 3rd and it's on a recall list tomorrow and it is brought
back for amendment, will we then be able to...vote on i%
tomorrow?
PRESIDENT:

Yes.
SENATOR KARPIEL:

Why will the rules be different for +tomorrow then for
today?
PRESIDENT:

Because tomorrow is the last day to consider House bills
on 3rd reading and we attempt to afford the members the
opportunity to call their bills. They will be held till...as
they have in the past years be held until the end of the
call, but the fact is that every member will have the oppor-
tunity insofar as humanly possible tomorrow to get to his or
her bill. Senator Hall.

SENATOR HALL:

Thank you, Nr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. We certainly do have a rule here and...as...as
stated but when you're at the last day that we're here right
now, and if I understand Senator Collins what she bhas...has
reiterated wvas that if there is no agreement, the bill will
not be called and tha*t's the understanding that you have
around here if you make an agreement, but here you rum into
the eleventh hour and you run into a crunch...suppose there
is an agreement worked out and the bill is sitting over on
2nd reading, the bill is dead, that!s the only thing. The
reason that we do...and I think that everyone around
here...is good as their word, that's the only thing that I
see is that it would be unfair really to say she has made a
commitment to you, she has told you she will not call the
bill for passage, and that's the understanding that I think

that most of us operate around here.
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PRESIDENT:

All right. Senator Collins has moved the adoption of
Amendment No. 1 to House Bill 1529. Further discussion? If
not, all in favor imdicate by saying Aye. All opposed. The
Ayes have it. The amendment is adopted. Are there further
amendments?

ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FERNANDES)

No further committee amendnents.
PRESIDENT:

Any amendments from the Floor?
ACTING SECRETARY: (MR, FERNANDES)

No Floor amendments.

PRESIDENT:

3rd reading. On the Order of House Bills 2nd Reading is
House Bill 1814, Read the bill, Mr. Secretary.
ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FERNANDES)

House Bill 1814,

(Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading...or 2nd reading of the bill. The Committee on
Agriculture, Conservation and Energy offers Amendments Nod. 1
and 2.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Bloom on Conmmittee Amendment No. 1.
SENATOR BLOOM:

Yes, Mr. President, I think what we want to do is to
Table those two committee amendments because we have worked
out some langunage that I think is now acceptable to all
hands. The most expeditious way to proceed would be to Table
the committee amendments and then put on the two Floor amend-
ments.

PBESIDENT:

411 right. Senator Bloom has moved to Table Committee

Amendments...Connittee Amendment No. t. All in favor of the

motion to Table indicate by saying Aye. All opposed. The
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Ayes have it. The amendment is Tabled. Further amendments?
ACTING SECRETARY: (NR. FERNANDES)

Apmendment No. 2, by the Committee on Agriculture.
PRESIDENT:

Conmittee No. 2, Senator Bloom.

SENATOR BLOOM:

Would Table that as well, Mr. President.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Bloonm moves to Table Copmittee Amendment No. 2 to
House Bill 1814, Any discussion? If not, all in favor of
the motion to Table indicate by saying Aye. All opposed.
The Ayes bave it. Amendment No. 2 is Tabled. Are there fur-
ther amendments?

ACTING SECRETARY: (¥R. FERNANDES)

No further cosmittee amendments.
PRESIDENT:

Are there amendments from the Floor?
ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FERNANDES)

Amendment No. 3 offered by Senators Bloom, Netsch and J.
J. Joyce.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Bloon.
SENATOR BLOONM:

Thank you. This amendment was a...ah essentially techni-
cal amendment which reworked the statement...clarified the
statement of purpose at the beginning of this article and
then made various changes that were suggested and that came
to the attention of both the utility staff and the Senate
comnittee staff, and it addresses, also, the fiber optics
issue and the telecommunications...the co-ops and, I believe,
has clarifying language Onh...inexpensive...inexpensive
pricing and adds that...clarifies and makes certain that
competitive service im no vay...is being subsidized by non-

competitive sServices, And, finally, provides at the discre-
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tion of the connission information from cost studies be
accorded proprietary treatment, and takes care of the problen
of carriers that have no telephone number by using customer
account number. I'm oversimplifying but that®s basically the
thrust of this amendment. Ansver any questions, otherwise,
seeks its adoption.

PRESIDENT:

All right, Senator Bloom bhas wmoved the adoption of
Anendment No. 3 to House Bill 1814, 1Is there any discussion?
If not, all in favor indicate by saying Aye. All opposed. .
The Ayes have it. The amendment is adopted. Are there fur-
ther amendments?

ACTING SECRETARY: (MBR. FERNANDES)

Amendment No. 4 offered by the same sponsor.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Bloom on Amendment No. 4.

SENATOR BLOOA:

Thank you. Before I explain the amendment, I would
request that the face of the bill, the synopsis does not
accurately describe it, it should read, "Universal Telephone
Service Protection Act of 1385." I...would seek to have that
changed later on. This amendment essentially...the issue
that you all were getting beaten over the head on and that
we, Senator Netsch and I, have...and Senator Joyce have lived
with, was the question of whether or not AT & T could desig-
nate i*self as competitive to the disadvantage of the other
common carriers. The representatives of these groups sat
down Friday and over the weekend and negotiated back and
forth right up until I would say two and a half hours ago,
and this amendment represents the compromise that they have
reached which basically says that prior to the...August of
1387, if you +try and change and designate yourself as
competitive that you have to follov some front-end procedures

with the commission. It also says that the commission
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shall...the Commerce Commission shall study the need to
retain mandatory prior approval and shall report to us. It
basically puts off for a couple of years this issue. I think
it's a good compromise. I'll answer any guestions, other-
wise, seek the adoption of this amendment as well.

PRESIDENT:

All right. Senator Bloom has moved the adoption of
Apendment No. 4 to House Bill 1814, Any discussion? 1If not,
all in favor indicate by saying Aye. All opposed. The Ayes
have it. The amendment is adopted. Are there further amend-
ments?

ACTING SECRETARY: (MR. FERNANDES)

Ho further amendaents.
PRESIDENT:

3rd reading., If I can have the attention of the member-
ship, we will begin now on page 64 on the Calendar, the
appropriation chairman and minority spokesman and the leader-
ship have agreed that if we can read the House bills...the
House bills on 2nd reading a second time, we will save a
legislative day and we will not be required to deal with
appropriation bills tomorrow but, on the contrary, cam deal
vith them on Wednesday. And so we will read the bills, there
will be no amendments...no amendments will be read im or
offered. We will just merely read the bills a second time
and the bills will remain on the Order of House Bills 2nd
Reading, having been read a second time, and so on Wednesday
we cab handle the appropriation bills in accordance with our
rules. (Machine cutoff)...Senator Luft, for what purpose do

you arise?

END OF REEL
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REEL #7

SENATOR LUFT:

ss+for announcement...for announcement, please, Mr.
President. Can I make an announcement?

PRESIDENT:

All right...I...suppose. Go ahead.
SENATOR LUFT:

Before everybody starts scattering, I'd just like to make
the announcement that tonight at Lanphier Park is Senate
President.Phil Rock®s Night. The admission is two dollars.
It admits the whole family and apparently somewhere around
seven o'clock if...if anybody's there, the State Treasurer is
going to sing the National Anthes and that may be wsorth the
two dollars admission in itself, but I would like to make
that announcement.

PRESIDENT:

Sure, Senator Joyce, for what purpose do you arise?
SENATOR JEROMNE JOYCE:

Thank you, Nr...Hr. President and members of the . Senate.
I ask leave of the Body to be added as a hyphenated cosponsor
to House Bill 334,

PRESIDENT:

334, gentleman seeks leave to be added as a hypbenated
cosponsor, Without objection, 1leave is granted.. Senator
Lechowicz, for what purpose do you arise?

SENATOR LECHOWICZ:

Well, I*d...like to add to Senator Luft's announcement
that the proceeds froa that...tonight's baseball game goes o
a very worthy cause, Father Smith in Naryville Orphanage, and
if you can't make Sunday's event and you haven't contributed,

tonight would be a good way to do it. Thank you.
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PRESIDENT:

Senator Dudycz, for what...for what purpose do you arise?
SENATOR DUDYCZ:

I ask leave of the Body to be added as a hyphenated co-
sponsor with permission of the chief sponsor to House Bill
1529,

PRESIDENT:

All right, 1529, the gentleman seeks leave to be added as
a cosponsor. Is leave granted? Senator Bloom, for what pur-
pose do you arise?

SENATOR BLOOM:

Well, I just wanted to add, Mr. President, that if you do
go to the game tonight, you'll have the opportunity not only
‘to meet Pete Vannocen, the owner of the Peoria Chiefs, who's
a great guay, buot you might even have a chance to meet as..a
beer distributor froa Flora. Thank you.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Macdonald, for what purpose do you arise?
SENATOR MACDONALD:

Well, Mr. President, as you know, Maryville is also in ay
district and I...I guess I was unavare, I don't know, where
I've been that this ball game was going to take place, but
vhere...vhere is it taking place?

PRESIDENT:

There...there's a slip that we will be happy to provide
you. All right, prior to going to House bills 2nd reading
for the purpose of reading a second time the appropriation
bills, earlier today while we are still with leave of the
Body on the Order of House Bills 3rd BReading, Mr. Secre-
tary...earlier today was the Agreed Bill List, coamencing at
page 27, was read a third time. All right, so the next roll
call will be on final passage of the Agreed Bill List as read
by the Secretary. All right, Hr. Secretary, have any motions

been filed to remove bills on the Agreed Bill List?
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SECRETARY:

Yes, Mr., President, the followving bills have been rémoved
by...either by five members, the sponsor or by recall: 146,
241, 626, 627, 704, 787, 838, 922, 952, 1086, 1106, 1285,
1393, 1453,...1961, 1970, 1977, 2108, 2182, 2226 and 2446
which is a total of twenty bills.

PRESIDENT:

Objections have been filed to those bills. Those objec-
tions will be honored and the bills will revert to the Order
of House Bills on 3rd Reading and appear there on tomorrow's
Calendar. So, the question is, shall the series of bills
read in the Agreed Bill List earlier today excepting those
bills that were just removed either by action of the sponsor
or by request of...of five members pass. Those in favor of
the Agreed Bill List as modified will vote Aye. Those opposed
will vote Hay. The voting is open. Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? On that
question, there are 539 Ayes, the Nays as recorded in the
Office of the Secretary of the Senate, and the same voting
Present, this series of bills having received the constitu-
tional majority by record vote is declared passed, and the
record vote of the Ayes and Nays for each bill passed shall
be entered in the Journal. Senator Poshard, for what purpose
do you seek recognition?

SENATOR POSHARD:

Yes, thank you, Mr. President. With leave of the Body, I
have permission of the sponsor to be included as a hyphenated
cosponsor of House Bills 522, 627 and 1645.

PRESIDENT:

All right, gentleman seeks leave to be added as a cospon-
sor of the...I don't have the...give me +the nuabers.
522,...5enator Chew, for wvhat purpose do you arise?

SENATOR CHEW:

Oh, after the business of today, Mr. President, we want
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to make known that our esteemed colleague, Nrs. Margaret
Smith is having a little chat-n-chew over at the State House
Inn starting as six-thirty until nine and would like to have
you come over and chat-n-chew with the second Senator Saith
here in Springfield.
PRESIDENT:
a1l right, thank you, Senator Chew. Senator Poshard has
sought leave of the Body to be added as a cosponsor on House
Bills 522, 627 and 1645. ¥ithout objection, leave is
granted, On the Order of House Bills 2nd Reading, Mr. Secre-
tary, the top of page 64, the appropriation bills will be
read a second time. At the conclusion of that reading, we
vill adjourn until nine o'clock tomdrrov morning, nine
o'clock tomorrow morning. Tomorrow is the last day and so I
ask everybody to be present and prompt.
SECRETARY:
ﬁouse Bill 24,
{Secretary reads title of bill)
2nd reading of the bill.
House Bill 143,
(Secretary reads title of bill)
2nd reading of the bill.
House Bill 342.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
2nd reading of the bill.
House Bill 362,
(Secretary reads title of bill)
»»e.20d reading of the bill.
.+s House Bill 418,
(Secretary reads title of bill)
2nd reading of the bill.
House Bill 526.
(Secretary reads title of bill)

2nd reading of the bill.
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(Secretary reads title
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{Secretary reads title of bill)
2nd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:
Any foarther business to come before the Senate? If not,
Senator Netsch moves that the Senate stand adjourned until
tomorrow morning. Tomorrow at the hoar of 9:00 a.n.

Senate stands adjourned.



